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INTRODUCTION BY THE EDITOR: CALCULATING COMPOUND PLEASURE 


Harry E. Salyards 

Twenty-five years ago, I found myself drawn back to my childhood hobby of coin collecting. But 
there was a big difference— I was faced with the prospect of going out and buying coins, rather 
than getting them out of circulation. Gone, as well, were the “sweetheart sources”— the traveling 
salesman neighbor, who brought all his silver dollars and silver halves back from the intermoutain 
West, and let me pick out the ones I needed at face value; the evening spent going through the 
quarters at the grade school carnival, the year my Dad was P.T.A. Treasurer; the junior high friend 
whose own father had set aside a small collection in the late ‘30s, from which I was able to pry 
some duplicates at favorable prices. No, now (1973) I’d have to deal with the dealers . 

That was a source which had been forbidden to me as an adolescent. My parents were perfectly 
happy to see me saving all my spare money in little blue folders labeled Plain, D, and S— throw in 
an “O” for the Barber Dimes, of which I had a few low grade examples— but they just as strongly 
disapproved of my going out and buying coins at a premium. And indeed, my above-noted friend 
had been stung on a trade by one of the local dealers: his duplicate 1877 Indian Head for— as it 
turned out, not much in return. 

So I turned to my brand new 1974 Redbook and looked up the Indian Cents. My childhood 
collection of those had pretty much ended at 1880, except for an 1865, 1863, and 1862— and half 
of an 1868: it had been perfectly bisected from K2 to K8. I wanted to know what it would take to 
fill in the holes. I was taken aback: $60 for a VF 1871— $75 for an 1872. The same two coins in 
Very Good were $25 and $30. From my student perspective, I couldn’t imagine paying that much 
money for a eoin. But— I told myself— some day I might be able to; and in that event. I’d want to 
spend my money wisely— that is to say, not lose any money buying and selling coins. So I set 
about comparing prices in that 1974 Redbook to those in the only other edition I owned, 1963. 
Curious— those same two Indian Heads had been $52.50 and $62.50, respectively, in VF in the 
1963 edition— whereas those in VG had been $25 and $32.50. The low grade pieces not only 
hadn ’t gone up— the 1872 had even gone down! The same pattern seemed to hold with other series 
throughout the Redbook. So, I coneluded in my very private wisdom, it was “safe” to buy VF’s, 
but not necessarily “safe” to buy lower grade coins. 

A quarter century later, I marvel at the naivete of it all. I, who had never heard of coin investment, 
or heard an investment guru’s projections of Brave New Profits, was prepared to feel safe as long 
as I was buying VF’s— never mind that I hadn’t a clue what a real VF Indian Cent (or anything 
else) looked like; or what the spread between buying and selling typically was; or how the waxing 
and waning of popular demand could drive the whole equation. I was merely grasping at some 
sense of how I could “get my money back.” The concept of making money on a coin sale truly 
never entered my head. I suppose this was some kind of subconscious compromise between my 
parents’ pure saving instincts, and my personal compulsion to collect— not to consider the matter of 
interest, but only that of Interest . 

This all does have a point. Dear Reader— and that is, that we need a Compound Pleasure Scale, to 
better quantify our emotional profit from owning certain coins— particularly when the standard 
compound interest tables are all against us. What calls this to mind is the recent sale of the first 
Chain cent I owned. Purchased at my first EAC Convention (1982), it was a perfect AG-3, in 
absolutely Choice condition. (I hadn’t really discarded my “Buy Only VF’s” philosophy— but you 
know what VF Chains cost: sometimes compromises are indeed necessary!) I paid $1200 for the 
coin, and I owned it with great pride for 16 years. More than once, I thought back to when I first 
saw a Chain cent “in the copper”— it was in a Boulder coin shop, priced as I recall at about $500, 
and I had thought then (1975), “Take a good look, ‘cause you’ll never own one of these.” Then, 
only seven years later, I did! I photographed it (several times, including a slide for a talk)— I made 

(Continued on page 248) 
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THE SUBSEQUENT PEDIGREES OF THE HAYS-PHELPS 1794 LARGE CENTS 

Part One 

Edward Weeks and Bob Vail 

Editor’s Introduction : In my 25 years as a large cent collector, I’ve seen hundreds of coins 
pedigreed back to landmark collections; but this is the first time I’ve seen one of those collections 
projected forward, en masse, in an effort to include all subsequent owners. This labor of love 
began with notes taken by Bob Vail. Recently, Edward Weeks talked him into putting his data into 
a digital format. 

For the comparative novices who would ask. How important was the Hays collection? let me 
simply say that Hays ‘wrote the book’ on the 1794’s— the book before Sheldon, when it was the 
Hays-8, for example, rather than the Sheldon-48, that served as shorthand for the Starred Reverse. 



Though S. H. Chapman published a later book on the 1794’s {The United States Cents of the Year 
1794, Philadelphia, 1923), as Sheldon himself put it in Penny Whimsy (page 83), 

It is my belief that Hays, rather than Chapman, is the man to be remembered for the 
1794’s. Chapman was not either a particular fancier or a great master of the 1794 
cents. He never knew or especially loved the thick lettered edge cents of this date 
as Hays did, and never made a collection of them. To Hays they were magic talis- 
mans to the nostalgic past and to a wistful future. By owning one you established 
a fraternal bond with both past and future owners. To Chapman they were merchan- 
dise and profit. 

What follows is a reflection of that fraternal bond among collectors, projected over the past 91 
years. 

Additional information, updates, or corrections are respectfully requested, and can be forwarded 
to: 

Edward R. Weeks 
3166 Osuna Way 
Sacramento, California 95833, 

or to the same, through Region 8. 
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HAYS-PHELPS 1794 U.S. CENTS 


the property of 

Mr. CHARLES G. ZUG, 


The arrangement here is by Hays’ work on the series, an elaborate and concise treatise. It is to 
be observed that the lot number in the catalogue is also Hays’ number. The “a” numbers represent those 
which are from broken dies. I believe names for the different varieties AS adopted by DR. EDWARD 
MARIS, a help to distinction, besides carrying a meaning or significance not conveyed by the numbers 
alone. I have therefore adopted them here, so far as they extend. I have not found MARIS’ names for his 
numbers which correspond with HAYS’ Nos. 10, 29 and 40. 


ntfitt! utiU be Bolb hg fublit Auction at 
14 EAST TWENTY-THIRD STREET, 
DANIEL R. KENNEDY, Auctioneer, 

Thursday Afternoon, March 7, 1907, 
AT TWO O’CLOCK 


Coins, etc., will be on Exhibition from 10 A.M., to 1 P.M. 


CATALOGUED BY 

LYMAN H. LOW 

14 EAST 23d STREET, 

(Telephone 3772, Gramercy) 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 

REGISTERED CABLE ADDRESS: "MONETA, NEW YORK ” 
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The foundation of this cabinet was laid in the 1880’s by the late W.W. Hays, who 
drew together a large number of these pieces. It next passed into the hands of Charles 
Steigerwalt, who afterwards purchased the collection of Mr. Henry Phelps, who had long 
been interested in the same line. The labors of these these two zealous numismatists, each 
possessing rare attainments, whose careful study and critical knowledge of the minute 
points of difference in the various dies had apparently exhausted the subject, were thus 
united, with the result of adding several new numbers. Mr. Steigerwalt, with many 
advantages at hand through several years’ ownership, brought it to an even higher state of 
perfection, improving it by the acquisition of examples in superb condition, and making 
the cabinet when it left his hands far superior in this special line to any previously 
assembled. 

It now comes before the public in its present state as the property of Mr. Charles 
G. Zug. 


LEGEND 


LOT 

Number 

Sheldon 

No. 

Text from catalog. Some additional text which is in ( ) was provided by Bob Vail from 
personal notes. 

Same as 

Grade 

History of ownership as determined by Bob Vail. 

Hays 

Listed 



Number 

in CC 




Price at 




Sale 





Plate 

Plate not available 
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1 

S-20 

Head strongly resembling the 1793 Liberty cap. 
Very good: several obv. edge dents and 3 on rev. 


VG8 

Steams - Mayflower 12/66:298 - A. Bonard - Kreisberg - Phil VanCleave:5024 


$5.50 
















2 

S-19b 

Double chin. 

Extremely fine; a dark brown. 


EF-40 

Howard R. Newcomb - George H. Clapp - ANS 


$11.00 












S-18 

Double chin. Second reverse. The N in CENTS has the ceriphs on the right of the base as 

3 


well as on the left and top. 

Very good; somewhat pitted by corrosion. 



VG 10 

Steams Kreisberg - Phil VanCleave:5021 


$3.50 
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4 

S-17 

Tilted 4. 

Very good; edge dents on obv. and rev., slightest on first mentioned. 


F 12 

E. Gilbert - Elder 10/10:4 - Granberg - Woodin - US Coin Co 5/15:86 - 

Howard R. Newcomb:20 - William H. Sheldon - Homer K. Downing: 1637 - Warfield: 154 - 

Del N. Bland — Ruby:337 - J. Adams:! - T.H. Borysek 


$5.50 





0 



S-21 

Sans milling. Slight break in the die Irom cap to B in LIBERTY. Extremely fine; a dark 

5 


olive. The milling is distinct and strong excepting behind Liberty Cap. Dr. Maris’s example 



must have been an exceptional one. 



VF30 

R. Earl D. Bullowa 10/49 - Homer K. Downing:1638 - Kissner:223 - Bush - Ewing - 



J. Adams: 1 1 



$7.00 
















S-47 

Young Head. Profile slightly double struck. 


6 


Very good. 



VF20 

Steams:305 Herman Halpem - Stack’s: 124 


$3.50 

0 

0 
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S-49 Young head. Second Reverse. Heavy break in die through E in LIBERTY to centre of hair. 
Very Fine; a dark brown. 


EF 40 Stearns - Howard R. Newcomb:23 - William H. Sheldon - 47ANA:782 - William H. Sheldon 
- Homer K. Downing: 1642 - Harold Bareford - Herman Halpem:67 - G. Lee Kuntz:56 


$ 8.00 




8 


S-48 Young head. Third reverse, with minute stars between points of milling. 

Obverse fine, though uniformly and delicately pitted; reverse lightly and evenly corroded. 

Extremely rare, and possibly as fine as known. 

F 12 Virgil Brand - B.G. Johnson - Pearl:23 - W.W. Neil:1818 - Chris M. Peterson - 
Kagin 8/54:12 - Norweb:2715 - Teaparty - Bowers and Merena - Ewing 


$15.00 



9 

S-52 

The Coquette. Slight break in die Ifom milling through Liberty cap to centre of hair; a 
specimen without this defect has never been noted. Nearly fine; a slight dent on neck and 
scratch on chin. A medium brown. Extremely rare; it is believed that a single example is all 
that has publicly been offered during the past fifteen years. 

VF20 

E. Gilbert - Elder 10/10:9 - Granberg - Woodin - US Coin Co 5/15:91 - Henry C. Hines - 
William H. Sheldon - Dorothy 1. Paschal - J. Adams:47 - Denis W. Loring - 
Jack H. Robinson:92 - J.R. Frankenfield 

$19.00 




-151- 


XXXII/ 186 



10 

S-51 

The breaks in obverse die, as noted by Hays, are wholly absent here. 

Very fine; a few light nicks of face of Liberty; short scratch touching T in UNITED. Rare; a 
medium brown. 


EF 45 

Steams:308 - A. Bonard 


$8.00 

# 

# 


11 


S-54 


Crooked 7. First reverse (same as 7). Die unbroken. 
Very fine; very dark. 


VF30 


$4.00 



Stearns:309 - A. Bonard - Num. Ent 2/68:29 - Unknown - Superior Galleries 10/77:162 


12 

S-56 

Crooked 7. Break in obverse die. Second reverse. N in ONE as on No. 3. 
Nearly fine; a light brown. 

VF20 

Steams:31 1 Num. Ent 2/68:30 - J. Adams:52 

$3.50 

# 

# 
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S-55 


Crooked 7. Break in die precisely as last. Third reverse. The E in ONE is tilted, the T 


13 


AU 50 


below it is too high. 

Extremely fine; a few trifling nicks on obv. A medium olive. 

Howard R. Newcomb:29 - J.R. Spray - Stack’s 4/78:82 - J.Adams:50 - - - B.E. Ha>'ward 




15 

S-59 

Many-haired. Break in die from milling to bust between 9 and 4 of date. First reverse. 
Break in die as cited by Hays. 

Very fine; trifling edge dent below point of bust. A light brown. 

EF 40 

“Vemo” - Wayte Raymond - George H. Clapp - ANS 

$3.50 




-153- 


XXXII / 186 


16 

S-58 

Many-haired. Obv., slight traces of break as on 
UNITED. 

Very good; obv. pitted with light corrosion. 

15. Second reverse. Break through UNIT of 



A.C. Gies - George H. Clapp - Henry C. Hines 
Homer K. Downing: 1657 - J. Cohen 

William H. Sheldon - 



Plate not available 

Plate not available 


16a 

S-58 

Many-haired. Although from the same obv. die as the two preceding, the break noted by 
Hays is absent. Rev. as last with perfect die. 

Very good; fields a little retouched. 



A.C. Gies - W.W. Garrabrant - Homer K. Downing: 1656 - Henry Hilgard 


$1.50 





Plate not available 

Plate not available 



S-24 

Scarred head. 


17 


Extremely fine; a dark brown. 

Auction records for fine to ex. fine, $22 to $27. 




Elder 


$9.75 

Plate not available 

Plate not available 
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18 


S-23 

The Standless 4. Perceptible breaks in obv. die. 
Fine; a medium brown. 

VF25 

A.C. Gies - Stack’s FPL:46 - George H. Clapp - ANS 

$3.50 


0 


19 

S-41 

Abrupt hair. Rev, die broken from D in UNITED to top of C in CENT. 
Fine; very dark. 



“Gobel” 


$2.60 





Plate not available 

Plate not available 


19a 

S-41 

Abrupt hair. Rev. die perfect. 

Very good; light corrosion, and most apparent on obv. 
(Fine - surface eroded, slight edge nick, black.) 

Very dark. 



W.B. Guy - Henry Chapman 1 1/1 1 :377 


$4.00 

Plate not available 

Plate not available 
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20 


S-42 

Abrupt hair. Second reverse. 

Obv. very good, approaching fine; rev. weak from bow through centre of wreath to milling. 


Wayte Raymond 

(May be! Ex; Hays - Henry C. Hines - Ruby:371) 

$1.75 

# 

# 


21 

S-26 

Separated date. Small dot after L in LIBERTY. Breaks in rev. die as indicated by Hays. 
Extremely fine; a medium brown. 

Last record for uncirculated, $36. 

EF 45 

Virgil Brand - B.G. Johnson - Homer K. Downing: 1662 - M.L. Kaplan - Kissner:230 - 
Adams:20 - Denis W. Loring - Jack H. Robinson:43 - Wes A. Rasmussen 

$20.00 




22 

S-25 

Separated date. Second reverse. 

Very good; a few nicks on obv., mostly a light character, prevent grading as fine, to which it 
is very near. A medium brown. 

EF 40 

“Gobel” - 57ANA;773 - Kissner:228 - J. Adams: 18 - Denis W. Loring - Tom Reynolds 

$25.00 


# 
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23 

S-28 

The ornate. 

Very fine; a light brown. 


F15 

G.P. Adams — Pearl:41 - Mattemas:238 - Cohen;617 


$10.50 





# 

# 


23a 

S-28 

The ornate. The base of uprights of all letters on obv. and rev. (excepting those in the value) 
are dentated or bifurcated, otherwise the Cent is precisely the same as the next preceding. 
Extremely fine, only the slightest indications of circulation; some of the original red remains 
between the letters on obv. Lightest brown. 

AU50 

Howard R. Newcomb:40 - Deetz - Stack’s 1 1/46:1735 - Mayfield - Stack’s 1/58:541 - 
Masters:54 

$23.00 


'l OCS 


24 

S-29 

The ornate. Obverse from same die as last, showing slight break from cap to lowest lock. 
Second reverse. The break through R mentioned by Hays, is not visible on this example. 
Uncirculated. Lightest brown; many traces of red on rev. 


MS 60 

Howard R. Newcomb:41 - Willard C. Blaisdel 
Del N. Bland - Dr. Bennett 

- Del N. Bland - J. Adams :21 - 


$31.00 





% 


(to be continued) 
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ELECTROTYPE FAKES OF GALLERY MINT COPIES 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN! STEP RIGHT UPl GET YOUR SPARK EROSION 
ELECTROTYPE COPIES OF GENUINE GALLERY MINT MUSEUM REPRODUCTION 

REPLICASIIl 

Clifford C. Fellage 


What has been considered by many to be inevitable, has finally happened.l recently 
purchased a collection of electrotypes and copies from a Southwest coin dealer. The 
collection included copies of Colonial and State coppers, and, what I at first thought to be, 
copies of 1703 Large Cents. These, in particular, attracted my attention as they were 
apparently made using high grade host coins. 


An eerie feeling that I had seen these particular coins before, led me to closer 
examination with a lOx glass and a stronger light. Uh-huh, the coins looked ^miliar 
because the style and design of the engraving was that of Ron Landis! They were copies 
of Gallery Mint Museum Reproductions! I had collected all of the various die types issued 
by the Gallery Mint, and these were copies of some of those pieces. While at EAC '98 in 
Boston, I had a chance to ask Bill Noyes to photograph two of these copies, and they are 
presented here for your scrutiny. 



The 1793 Chain Ameri. copy above is toned copper-brown and "roughed-up" a bit 
to simulate a circulated state. A portion of the word "COPY " is visible, positioned between 
" I " (AMERI.) and "U " (UNITED), and the remainder of the lettering has been effaced 
(scratch marks). What is not visible in the photos above, is the interesting edge of the 
copy. There is no evidence of seaming, the edge having been annealed and sanded. In 
a few areas the surface coating has fallen away, showing vertical reeding on the lead core, 
suggesting that the core may have been previously used to produce a more contemporary 
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coin copy! Spatterings of lead are scattered about both surfaces of the copy. These 
features on both the surfaces and ttie edge bring to mind many questions about the actual 
process utilized to produce such an interesting copy. The actual weight of this piece is 
255.5 grains. The diameter is a fraction of a mm. larger than the GMM original. 



The 1793 Liberty Cap copy above has also been toned a deeper copper brown. It 
exhibits an interesting pattern of "corrosion pits" on the upper obverse and lower reverse 
surfaces. When viewed as a whole the patterns appear to follow the lines produced by 
finger prints. The word "COPY" is clear and unalter^ as it would be on the GMM original. 
The edge has been annealed and sanded, with sanding scratches visible in many areas. 
The actual weight of this piece is a whopping 321 .2 grains! The diameter of this copy is 
that of the GMM original, from which it was taken. 

At EAC '98 in Boston, I had the opportunity to show both of these copies to Harry 
Salyards and John Wright, and a chance to discuss the significance and potential problems 
that such copies might bring in the future. It was agreed by all parties that it is only a 
matter of time before some "artiste" produces a convincing counterfeit using GMM replicas. 

The production formula appears simple: 1) take two GMM reproductions of the 
same variety, one coin with "COPY" obverse, one with "COPY” reverse, and make spark 
erosion copies of both surfaces of each; 2) select the obverse and reverse without "COPY" 
and use these to produce a single copy; 3) instead of a lead core, why not use copper? 
It melts too, doesn't it? 4) work up a simple edge lettering device for your "product” using 
a lettering style similar to that us^ on genuine U.S. Large Cents, roll the product through, 
and PPESTO! a copy that would take the experts to detect! 5) use a little sandpaper, 
0000 steel wool, your brass brush, a dab or two of sulfur ointment, a bit of shoe polish, a 
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dip or two in muriatic acid, a good amount of Dr. Black's coin darkener, a half-hour bake 
in the oven set at 550 degrees, and 2 hours in a rock tumbler filled with your loose pocket 
change! If you don't have access to a rock tumbler, try a small rough burlap bag filled with 
change and a few granite chips for two hours in the clothes dryer!! 

All humor aside, getting the ri ght "look ” to the piece is open to all kinds of 
experimentation. A glance at the copies above shows that considerable "time" is easy to 
add, and getting the appropriate color appears successful and easily achieved. Probably, 
in the not too distant future we'll have the "righf formula for successfully counterfeiting 
early copper available on the INTERNET, along side of instructions for completing your 
own home-made nuclear device. Remember - the average copper collector does not 
consider "bead count" when trying to judge the authenticity of an early copper. I have 
purchased both copies of the GMM Nova Caesarea rarities which they offered - struck on 
pre-toned pianchets, and were it not for the "COPY" struck on the reverse shield. I'd take 
them as mint state pieces - if I hadn't known the originals were unique. 

The above is offered as food for thought, and your thoughts and comments are most 
welcome in the light of the altered GMM original that stumped the experts for a while 
recently. 




AN OPEN LETTER TO R. TETTENHORST: VARIETIES & SUBVARIETIES 

Bill Weber 


We had just concluded our telephone conversation the other day when Elaine 
returned home with your note and thought provoking article. I hope you will remember me 
as one who appreciated “AAKC” - not a “DFK.” The summers of my childhood - during the 
early and mid 1920's - were as a barefoot kid on a Salinas Valley farm well populated with 
free ranging chickens, cows, horses, etc., where a careless step reaped embarrassing 
rewards. A few EAC'ers will remember me as one who - when provided an outstanding 
early copper for viewing - described it as “An Ass Kickin’ Coin.” 

Text Correction: Cohen does not identify his 1 794 6b as a “subvariety” - nor does 
he use the term for 1 795, 1 797, or subsequent years; he uses “variety” throughout his text. 
I believe he considered the 1 795 C-5b & C-6b to be subvarieties but expressed misgivings 
for having described the 1794's C-1b through C-6b, 1795 C-2b and 1797 C-3b/c with lower 
case letters, instead of providing the separate variety numbers they deserve and as Gilbert 
did for his 1795 No.’s 3 & 8 and 1797 G-1 & 2. 

You provide compelling arguments explaining how the transition from thick to thin 
planchet half and large cents in 1795 may have occurred, if your theory is valid - does the 
following summary come reasonably close to explaining why two different years and three 
different die varieties were used in this “experimenf ?? Since the edge letters on your 
lightweight '94's and '95's are consistent for their time of issue I must conclude: 

a. Lightweight, lettered edge half cents began with copper stock being rolled thinner 
than normal to provide pianchets of approximately M grains. Then - using 1794 
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C-9 edge, obv. & rev. dies - struck a very limited number of pieces before July 8, 
1794. 

b. More than a year had passed when the mint duplicated the operation described 
in a. above using 1795 C-1 - edge, obv. & rev. dies. 

c. Sometime before December 1795, Mint Director Boudinot authorizes striking a 
third issue of lightweight, lettered edge half cents using 1795 C-2 dies. 

d. That Mint Director Boudinot in 1794 and twice during 1795 submitted to President 
Washington, Secretary of State Jefferson, and the members of Congress, 
lightweight, lettered edge, half cent “trial pieces” for their inspection and approval. 
Boudinot’s final proposal was approved creating a plain edge half cent weighing 
84 grains. 

VARIETY - An Improved Definition For - since Webster did not provide the definition I 
wanted. Remember I’m old enough to recall and will confirm that Socrates did say, “The 
definition of terms is the beginning of wisdom." Most of the confusion arising from the 
indiscriminate and incorrect use of “Subvariety” instead of “Variety” may be attributed to the 
vague numismatic definitions provided. Since the term begs redefining - here’s my 
definition. Socrates/wrw f 

a. A difi variety is created when the mint is authorized by its controlling agencies 
to use an obverse and reverse die - and when appropriate, edge dies to transfer 
their designs onto planchets of a certain size, alloy and weight. Half Cent edge 
dies described the denominations ratio to our unit or dollar. One edge die read - 
TWO HUNDRED, the other - FOR A DOLLAR. 

b. U.S. copper coinage of 1793 and 1794 created legal coins of the realm using a 
combination of obverse, reverse, and two edge dies. 

c. Authorized changes in a die’s design or legend, or planchet weight or alloy, 
creates a new variety, as does changing an original die arrangement. 

Webster’s 3rd Unabridged of 1961 defines SUBVARIETY as: “A subdivision of a 
variety. Of less than varietal significance.” A valuable descriptive tool when properly used 
- but it has fallen on hard times. 

William Sheldon was the first prominent numismatic author, to my knowledge, to use 
Subvariety as a numismatic term. Sheldon and his disciples Breen, Hanson, et al, 
frequently described legitimate varieties as subvarieties so long as the obverse and reverse 
dies remained the same. They believed that any lawfully authorized changes of planchet 
weight and/or edge treatment were “Of less than varietal significance.” Sheldon and 
Breen’s misuse of subvariety has influenced many knowledgeable Early American and 
Colonial copper authors and catalogers to do the same. 

Subvariety - its vague definition attracts inconsistent usage and becomes a non- 
definitive catchall. Breen provides these criteria for subvariety assignments. 

“If it could be established that one group of planchets was cut with the half 

eagle planchet cutter, and another with the normal half cent cutter, that would 

make more subvarieties.” 

“Edge: Or whatever creates a subvariety from (1794), 1 795 through 1 802, 

planchet stock also.” 
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Describing two of the seven 1 795 varieties: “Subvarieties are coins differing 
in authorized weight or edge device, though struck from the same dies.” 

Breen’s remarks regarding the 1797 C/B-3c/3b. “We cannot understand why 
Gilbert ignored the sub-variety.” Perhaps it was because it did not come into 
numismatic misuse until 1948. 

1 804: A “subvariety” created by obverse die damage - B-4a/C-5 with spike 
chin. 

1856: B-2a & b/c. Separate variety numbers should describe the copper 
and the copper-nickel issues. 

“SUBVARIETY” correctly describes half cents as: 

a. Having planchets with identifiable under type; e.g., TA&L tokens, spoiled U.S. 
large cents, etc. 

b. Half cents on plain edge planchets of less than 70 grains, or those of more than 
100 grains which may evidence host planchet under type. 

c. Tett’s subject coins do not qualify - see below. Examples a. & b. Above agree 
with Webster as they are “Of less than varietal significance,” and NO die changes 
take place. 

Half Cent Subvarieties: With appropriate lower case b or c assignments. 

1 795: C/B-5b and 6b - coins weighing 100 grains or more. 

1 795: B-6c - coins with identifiable TA&L token under type. 

1 796: B-2b - coins weighing 100 grains or more - or with identifiable under type. 
1797: B-lb & c also B-2b & c - coins with identifiable under type. 

1797: C/B-3a, b, & c, deserve their own variety and subvariety numbers - each is 
known on spoiled cent planchets. 

1 800: B-1 b - with large cent under type. 

1802-0: Very few C/B-Ts and perhaps 15% of the C/B-2 evidence cent under type. 
Provide “sub” assignment for coins with under type. 

TETT’S ARTICLE - PART V) Request for information and opinions: 

See next to last sentence of item 4 - “Should these thin planchet lettered edge half 
cents be regarded as subvarieties?” 

The very rare thin planchet, lettered edge half cents, described by Mr. R. Tettenhorst 
should be listed as “Tett’s Pattern Half Cents” to honor their discoverer / researcher. The 
essential consideration here is intent . Boudinot authorized striking these lightweight trial 
pieces to become his “agents” for effecting a legal weight reduction of our 1 795 copper 
coinage. In my opinion - these half cents are better described as “patterns.” They were 
not designed or intended to be released into circulation. Nor were they - by weight - lawful 
legal tender. 

I propose they be listed in future U.S. half cent references as “T” varieties. They - 
like their discoverer - are unique and unlike any previously described half cents. 
Suggested manner of listing: Year 1794 - Variety T-la, b, c. Year 1795 - Variety T-la, b, 
c, d. Year 1795 T-2a, b, c. Future examples found of the three known “T” varieties would 
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assume the next available lower case letter to those listed. If a new and previously 
unknown TTHC variety emerges - lets say of 1 794 - it would become 1 794 - Variety T-2a. 

IN SUMMARY: To reaffirm some ideas / concepts provided above which may simplify and 
thereby facilitate using VARIETY or SUBVARIETY in numismatic descriptions: 

a. Dies used for edge treatment were not optional features but legally mandated for 
our copper coins of 1793, '94 and 95. Large cent edges were reeded and 
lettered in 1795 and “gripped” in 1797. 

b. Collectors, authors, and catalogers will recognize that M dies - edge, obverse 
and reverse - are of equal importance for assigning variety numbers. 

c. When a subvariety is properly reassigned a variety number the only change a 
collector need make Is a notation on the coin’s envelope or holder. 

d. If a few collectors and catalogers are distressed with my radical proposals, they’ll 
eventually discover there is MQ change in the number of coins needed to 
complete a collection of half cents. Just as a proposal to restore the 1804 C-3 
/ B-4 to variety status. Profound thinkers did not realize that in owning an 1804 
C-5 / B4a - it was an '04 C-3 / B-4 late die state with “spike chin.” 

IE my proposed variety / subvariety standards are adopted - as orphans sometimes 
are - and it were possible to publish a Third Edition of Cohen or a Second Edition of Breen, 
it would describe: 

“Liberty Cap” var. & subvar.: 1 793 - 4 var. / 0 subvar. 1 794 - 1 5 var./ 0 subvar. 1 795 

7 var./ 3 subvar. 1796 - 2 var. / 1 subvar. 1797 - 5 var. / 7 subvar. Total - 33 

varieties 7 11 subvarieties. Patterns: 3 “T” varieties 

“Draped Busf var. & subvar.: 1800 - 1 var./ 1 subvar. 1802 - 2 var./ 2 subvar. 

1803 through 1808 - 27 var./ 0 sub. 

“Coronet Head” var. & subvar.: 1856 - 1 var. 2 subvar. 

Your comments are welcomed. 


Bill Weber 
PO Box 204 
Fulton, CA 95439 
(707) 545 - 2055 


HALF CENT SUBVARIETIES: A VIEW POINT 

Ray Rouse 

The March 1997 Pennv-Wise had a great half cent article by R. Tettenhorst in which 
he wanted to know “what are the criteria for subvariety status?” 

Normally we define a coin variety as one that has a particular combination of 
obverse and reverse dies. Each distinctive die combination equals one variety. By this 
standard, there are 88 varieties of half cents that were put into circulation between 1793 
and 1857. In addition, there are a large number of varieties that were never intended for 
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use as public coinage. Although these original proofs and proof restrikes are half cent 
varieties, many collectors treat them as NCs (non-collectables), preferring instead to use 
the 99 distinctive half cents listed by Roger Cohen, Jr. as the basis for their collections. 
The difference between the 88 basic varieties mentioned above and the 99 items listed by 
Cohen consist of 11 acknowledged “subvarieites.” What then is a subvariety? 

A subvariety is a coin that has the same obverse and reverse as a more common 
coin and yet has a distinctive characteristic that separates it from the more common coin. 
There are two kinds of half cent subvarieties: those with different edges; and those struck 
from different planchet stock. Obviously neither of these traits affects the obverse and 
reverse combination on the coin. 

The 1794 half cents listed as Cohen subvarieties 1b, 2b, 3b, 4b, 5b, and 6b are all 
examples of uncommon edge lettering. That is 1794 half cents Cohen numbers la, 2a, 3a, 
4a, 5a, and 6a all have the same obverses and reverses as their “b” subvariety 
counterparts, but they have edge lettering that is more common than that of the “b” 
subvarieties. Thus the “less normal” example Is considered the subvariety. 

When we look at 1795 half cents, we find examples of subvarieties that are struck 
on both thin and thick planchets. 1795 Cohen 2b is a thin planchet example of the more 
common 1795 Cohen 2a. Both 1795 Cohen 5b and 6b are thick planchet examples of the 
more common 1795 Cohen 5a and 6a half cents. Simply put, the subvarieties above are 
coins struck from a different planchet stock than their more common brethren. 

How do we apply this Information in our guest to find half cent subvarieties? Let’s 
look at an example. 

Records show that both rolled out large cent planchets and Boulton planchets were 
used to make half cents dated 1800. Cohen tells us that 12,356 rolled out large cent 
planchets and 190,552 Boulton planchets were used. Thus the more common Boulton 
planchets form the variety for the year, and the half cents dated 1800 from large cent 
planchet stock make up a subvariety for the year. 

Using the above guidelines adds several subvarieties to the list. For example, 1 797 
Cohen variety 2 was made on three types of planchets: sheet copper; spoiled large cents; 
and Talbot Allum and Lee tokens. Since coins made from the tokens seem to be more 
common than the others, they would be the variety and the coins made from sheet copper 
and from spoiled large cent planchets would both be subvarieties. 

Apparently Breen considered each different planchet stock as a subvariety, which 
is why he list more “subvarieties” than Cohen. In this I think he was correct. 

Much of the confusion about subvarieties occurs because sometimes the planchet 
undertype is visible, whereas on other coins no trace of an undertype can be found. Even 
visible undertype is not easily identified. However, there are examples of half cents in 
which even the variety of the large cent undertype can be attributed. These make dramatic 
and desirable coins, but are they subvarieties or not? 


- 164 - 


It ain’t necessarily so! If, as in the cases of 1795 Cohen 6A and 1797 Cohen 
2, the tokens are the most common planchet stock, then no matter how dramatic the 
undertype, they constitute the variety and examples NOT ON Talbot Allum and Lee 
tokens would be subvarieties. 

At the 1997 Half Cent Happening, I monitored the table that displayed 13 
examples of 1 797 Cohen 3b (lettered edge) half cents. Of these coins, only two had 
visible undertype; yet we are told that they were all struck from rolled out large cent 
planchets. Reading their description in the literature shows that their subvariety 
status is clearly based on their edge lettering and not on the underlying planchet 
stock. Thus it is apparent that the visibility of the undertype does not determine the 
existence of a subvariety. 

Lack of undertype visibility makes subvarieties made from different planchet 
stock hard to find and Identify. For example, using the numbers given above for 
1 800 half cents, we find that less than 7% of them were made from spoiled large 
cent planchets. Now if, as in our 1797 Cohen 3b example, only about 15% of these 
show an undertype; and given that only a small percentage of all 1800 half cents 
struck still survive today; then it is no surprise that the known population of this 
“subvariety” is small. 

What have we learned? We can use edge markings and planchet stock to 
determine subvarieties. We can fit items such as the 1856 copper nickel trial piece 
neatly into our collections as simple subvarieties based on planchet stock. 

A suggestion: Let’s redo the nomenclature to make it clear to new collectors 
what characteristic it is that makes a coin a subvariety. To do this we simply list all 
subvarieties as either “E” for edge or “S” for stock. Thus 1 794 half cent subvarieties 
would Include Cohen 13, 2e, 3e, 4e, 5e, and 6e while 1795 half cent subvarieties 
would include Cohen 2s, 5s, and 6s. 

The good news in subvarieties is that as our 1800 half cent example shows, 
they are out there. The bad news is that you have to be a good detective to 
separate “subvarieties” from the masses. 

Happy hunting. 
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WERE 1832-DATED HALF CENTS MINTED BEFORE THE 1831 ORIGINALS? 


Ron Manley 


According to a September 16th, 1997 article in Numismatic News by R. W. Julian, Mint 
director Dr. Samuel Moore’s annual report to the President listed 2,200 half cents minted as of 
January 1832. This quantity has been assumed by Julian and earlier researchers to reflect the total 
mintage of 1831 Originals, excluding proofs. Julian has surmised that the bulk of the 1831 
Originals coined never left the Mint, but were included “by mistake” in a mass melting order of 
old half cents needed for copper alloy in gold and silver coinage. In addition, Julian suggested 
that the 1831 -dated coinage was “nothing more than a trial run, not meant for circulation as 
such.” 


I believe, as do other students of the half cent series, that the number of surviving 
specimens of 183 1 Originals is much too low to have had an original mintage of 2,200 specimens. 
Another possibility has serendipitously evolved, based upon my research, that suggests that the 
2,200 half cents mentioned in Moore’s annual report to the President were actually 1832-dated 
half cents. 

There are three distinct varieties of 1832 half cents, created by mating a single 1832-dated 
obverse die with three different reverse dies. No deterioration of the 1832 obverse die has 
previously been noted that would help establish an emission sequence. The first variety of the 
year has “logically” been assumed to be 1832 B-1, C-1 because that variety used the same reverse 
die as the 1 83 1 Originals. Unfortunately, logical assumptions often seem to be wrong where early 
American copper is concerned. 

It turns out that two reverse letter punches were introduced with the half cents of 
1831-1832. The letters affected by the punch changes were N and E. By studying the order of 
introduction of these new letter punches, I have been able to determine the order of completion of 
the three reverse dies used for the 1831-1832 half cents. 

The first reverse die of 1831-1832 completed was not, as one might expect, the 1831 
OriginaL/1832 B-1,C-1 reverse die — ^but the 1832 B-3, C-3 reverse die. This reverse die used the 
old letter punches for N and E. The old N punch was “wide”, compared to the new “narrow” N 
punch. The old E punch had a tall crosslet at the end of its middle arm that touched, or nearly 
touched its top arm. The new E punch was “open” with its arms well-separated. 

Another general change introduced for half cents in 1831-1832 was a modified border 
adding a plain, raised rim around a continuous beaded border. The 1832 B-3, C-3 reverse lacks 
the plain rim around its border, further indicating that it is the earliest reverse die of 183 1-1832. 

The second reverse die completed was the one used for the 1831 Originals and 1832 B-1, 
C-1. The old “wide” N punch was again used for the N in UNITED, but the N in CENT was 
repunched on the die using the new “narrow” N punch. Note that HALF CENT is part of the 
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reverse hub and therefore its letters are not individually punched into each working die. The new 
“open” E punch was used for all three E’s in the reverse legend. 

The last reverse die completed was the 1832 B-2, C-2 die. This reverse die (and the dies 
for the remaining Classic Head varieties) used only the new N and E punches in the legend. 

In summary, the reverse dies of 1832 were completed in the order of first 1832 B-3, C-3, 
followed by 1832 B-1, C-1, and finally 1832 B-2, C-2. Order of die completion does not establish 
order of die introduction to coinage. However, it does suggest a possible, even probable, minting 
sequence. Indeed, after examining a number of uncirculated specimens of each 1832 variety (both 
in the copper and using enlarged photos), it appears that the obverse dentilation (beading) is 
almost always less defined on the 1832 B-2, C-2 variety — particularly, below the bust. Compare, 
for example, the Breen obverse plate coin for 1832 B-2, C-2 with the plate for each of the other 
two varieties. 

I have observed faint clash marks on the reverse of late die state (EDS) 1832 B-2, C-2 
specimens, both with the early and late reverse crack between TE in STATES. These clash marks 
are found just below the lower inner berry right of F. Seeing them will probably require at least 
an About Uncirculated specimen, magnification, and good lighting. There appears to be on the 
obverse of these same high-grade LDS specimens a fine hair-like clash mark between the right 
side of the curl above the 2 and the adjacent curl. It is best seen with at least lOx magnification. 
This apparent obverse clash mark has not been seen on high grade specimens of 1832 B-1, C-1, 
1832 B-3, C-3, or early die state 1832 B-2, C-2 (without the reverse crack). 

In addition, I have recently obtained a very late die state 1832 B-2, C-2 specimen for my 
collection in About Uncirculated condition which is the latest 1832 specimen of any variety that I 
have seen. The reverse crack is bold. There is obverse rim crumbling at 12:00 and also above 
stars 8 through 10. Although the rest of the coin is well struck, much of the obverse beading is 
indistinct due to die wear. The above observations are the strongest evidence to date that 1832 
B-2, C-2 was the last 1832-dated variety struck. 

What about the first 1832-dated variety? A choice of 1832 B-3, C-3 would create the 
illogical implication that the first 1832 variety was minted before the 1831 Originals! But, as I 
said at the beginning, the logical solution is not always the correct one where early copper is 
involved. With that said, I propose the following scenario. Factual comments in support of my 
scenario are given in italics. 


It appears that two obverse dies, one dated 1831 and the other 1832, were completed 
about the same time, probably in late 1831. Evidence for this conclusion is that the two obverse 
dies share the same profile for Liberty, which is unlike later obverse dies used for the 1833-1835 
coinage, where the nose and chin features were further strengthened. Unlike the varieties that 
came immediately before and after, only the 1831 and 1832 dies have a small date. A tiny dot 
between the letters RT in LIBERTY is visible on the 1831-1832 dies, as a result of a slight 
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deterioration of the obverse hub. This dot is not visible on the earlier 1829-dated obverse die 
but is visible on the later obverse dies of 1833-1835. 

With the year 1832 being around the comer, a decision apparently was made to begin 
coinage using the 1832-dated die. At this time, the only available reverse die would have been the 
1832 B-3, C-3 reverse. The 2,200 specimens the Mint director reported minted as of January 
1832 would have been of this variety. Generally, the Mint reported only the number of coins 
delivered and the delivery date, not the date on the coins themselves. Thus, an 1831 date for 
these half cents was inferred by earlier researchers based upon the existence of a couple dozen 
or so 1831 Originals. 

Based upon the appearance of surviving specimens, the 1832 B-3, C-3 reverse die must 
have msted almost immediately. Walter Breen, on page 354 of his Half Cent Encyclopedia, 
indicated that three proofs are known of this variety, all from the heavily rusted die state, but 
after the dies had been repolished. The Mint, not wanting to cease production while the 1832 
B-3, C-3 dies were being repolished, would have continued coinage with the only available half 
cent dies remaining available; the 1831 obverse die and the next reverse die completed — ^the 1831 
Original/1832 B-1, C-1 reverse. These dies initially had proof, or proof -like, surfaces. Only a 
small number of 1831 Originals were minted while the 1832 B-3, C-3 dies were being repolished. 
After the 1832 B-3, C-3 dies were repolished, a few additional 1832 B-3, C-3 specimens were 
minted (accounting for the three surviving “proofs” acknowledged). Breen described these 
“proofs ” as still showing remnants of advanced die rust on the reverse and, presumably, the 
reverse die was retired for that reason. 

The new 1832 B-1, C-1 reverse (still with proof-like surfaces from its use with the 1831 
Originals) was then put back into service. After only a handful or so 1832 B-1, C-1 specimens 
were coined, the dies lost their proof-like surfaces (only three or four surviving proofs of this 
variety are reported). The 1832 B-1, C-1 business strike mintage continued until a heavy crack 
developed on the reverse. The obverse die was apparently repolished again, restoring its 
proof-like surfaces, while the third and final reverse die was being completed, resulting in the 
proofs and business strikes of the 1832 B-2, C-2 variety. 


I don’t accept R. W. Julian’s explanation in his 1997 Numismatic News article that 2,200 
1831 -dated half cents were minted, the majority of which never left the Mint but were included 
“by mistake” in a mass melting order of old half cents. In a 1972 article, Mr. Julian had indicated 
that it was half cents “dated 1825 through 1828” that “were melted in 1830 or 1831” 
{Numismatic Scrapbook, Vol. 38, No. 440, October, 1972, p. 887). 

In a personal communication, Mr. Julian indicated to me that it was the introduction of the 
new borders that led him to the conclusion that the 2,200 half cents reported in 1831 were a test 
coinage. According to Walter Breen on page 337 of his Half Cent Encyclopedia, the new style of 
beaded borders was first introduced in 1828 on dimes, followed in 1829 on half dimes, quarter 
eagles, and the second type half eagles. The 1831 -dated quarter dollars also had the new style 
border. I have found no evidence in the form of unusually low mintages or rare varieties that the 
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dimes, half dimes, or quarter dollars introduced with the new borders consisted of a test coinage. 
If the introduction of a new border style led to a trial mintage of 183 1 -dated half cents, why were 
there no trial mintages earlier for these other denominations? 

Mint records show that no half cents were delivered in 1832. However, Mint records do 
describe a June 1833 delivery consisting of 154,000 half cents minted in 1832 and 1833. Walter 
Breen estimated the 1832-dated mintage included in this delivery to be about 90,000 half cents. 
Most of the rest of the June delivery consisted of 183 3 -dated specimens, although many additional 
1833-dated specimens were included in a later delivery. Possibly, only a few hundred 1831 
Originals were actually minted. I believe it quite likely that the majority of these ended up in this 
June 1833 delivery, explaining why most of the surviving specimens show some circulation. 

Well, there you have it. My scenario provides a new emission sequence for the 1832 
proof and business strike half cent varieties, based upon the completion order of the reverse dies 
and new physical evidence that 1832 B-2, C-2 was struck from the latest state of the obverse die. 
The proposed emission sequence further provides a plausible explanation for the small number of 
surviving 1831 Originals and why most are found in circulated condition. Fm interested in your 
comments, pro and con. Let’s hear ‘em. 

NEW JERSEY COPPERS, PART 37: MARIS 9G 

Ray Williams 


I'd like to thank those who called and offered support and encouragement after my first 
attempt at writing a Condition Census. Stepping into John Griffee's shoes is not an easy task. 
John is now heavily involved in researching the St. Patrick's coinage imported by Mark Newbie, 
and upon completion of his work, we'll have a reference book to add to our hbraries. Good luck 
John! 


The Maris 9G is a member of the 
"Coulterless" family of NJ Coppers. Dr. Maris 
describes this coin as, "Very large head; shaggy 
mane; no coulter; plow very low; single-tree parallel 
with the beam; point after the legend. Shield shaped 
like that of C, excepting that the chief points are less 
sharp; the lines also, are much finer. Appears to be 
unique. Owned by the writer, who obtained it in the 
city of Wilmington, Delaware." Walter Breen in 
1955 had to say, "Barely collectible. I have not been 
able to trace more than four and all are worn. The 
sharpest is the Taylor coin. Almost it's equal is the 
Maris Plate coin, but the reverse has some cuts. This 
one, now in JHU, ex Garrett, ex Maris 359, was the 
discovery coin; it was found in 1875 and is 
mentioned in the appendix to Crosby. Spiro 1436, 
about grade 8 though called "Fine", brought $67.50. 
A fourth G4, came to Hillyer Ryder from Henry 
Chapman. This is the G. N. Lewis piece, which was 
called "Fair"." 


1786 New lersey Maris 9-C 
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Besides being on the Maris Plate, you can find an excellent plated specimen in the Taylor 
catalog (one of my favorite references). 

Listed below are the six Maris 9G's that I'm aware of. There are none unaccounted for to 
my knowledge. If anyone has additional information not stated here, please contact me and I will 
make the corrections or additions (or subtractions). 


1. 

VF30 

Anton; Taylor L2158 

2. 

VF 

Tanenbaum 

3. 

F 

Anton; Picker LI82: Garrett; Maris L359 

4. 

VG 

Groves Collection; Oechsner LI 242; Spiro LI 436 

5. 

VG 

N JHS: bequest of Thomas Canfield 1 927 

6. 

G 

Noted Western Collector; Boyd, Ryder; Chapman; Lewis 


As is obvious, only a very few own a 9G and if I remember my math correctly, only one 
collector can validly claim to collect 9G's by die state! 

In the next issue of P-W we will be doing the Condition Census for the Maris 72-z. This will 
be more challenging due to the number of coins to work with. IT IS VERY IMPORTANT: If you 
have sent John Griffee confidential information in the past, you must write to him or me, and give 
written permission for John to transfer the information to me. Because of the trust you have placed 
in John and me, we won't exchange data without your permission. Please send out a postcard 
today before it slips your mind. 

Ray Williams 
924 Norway Avenue 
Trenton, NJ 08629 
raydianewilliams@juno.com 
609 - 587 - 5929 

Although I find no personal disgrace in the fact that I don't own a Maris 9G, I am 
disappointed that I don't own a 72-z. If you have an economical duplicate, please let me know. 
If you are not part of John Griffee's Condition census, and you own ONE OR MORE NJ COPPERS, 
please send me a copy of your NJ coin log and permission to either use your name or some other 
designation. I will send a copy of my NJ's to anyone participating in this CC upon request. It is ok 
to call until 1 1 :00 PM EST and I check my e-mail every night. 

************* 


John Griffee 
5612 SW 89th PI. 
Ocala, FL 34476 


COUNTERSTAMPED LARGE CENTS WANTED 

For my personal collection, which I have been gathering since 1955, I desire to purchase 
counterstamped large cents of all dates with the names and addresses of individuals, or individuals 
and their specialties, merchants, political slogans, and motifs. At this point, I am not interested in 
stray initials, numbers, or names that cannot be identified as to geographical location or trade. I 
would be pleased to make an offer for coins submitted to me, or invite you to send them on 
approval with an invoice. I am not iooking for any bargains and will pay any reasonable price, as 
they are not for resale. Please let me hear from you. All correspondence will be answered. 

David Bowers, EAC #204 
c/o Bowers and Merena Galleries, Inc. 

Box 1224Wolfeboro, NH 03894 
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Red Book Cross Index 

Richard H. Saxl 


Red Book Listing— 51 Edition 

1793 Chain Ameri. 

1793 Chain America 

1793 Chain America, period after date & Liberty 

1793 Wreath vine & bars edge 

1793 Wreath lettered edge 

1793 Wreath with strawberry leaves 

1793 Liberty Cap 

1794 Head of 1793 
1794 Head of 1794 
1794 Head of 1795 
1794 Starred Reverse 

1794 No fraction bar 

1795 Lettered edge 
1 795 Plain edge 
1795 Reeded edge 

1795 Jefferson head with plain edge 

1795 Jefferson head with lettered edge 

1796 Liberty cap 

1796 Draped Bust, reverse of 1794 
1796 Draped bust, reverse of 1795 (or 1796) 

1796 Draped bust, reverse of 1797 

1796 LIHERTY error 

1797 Reverse of 1796, gripped edge 
1797 Reverse of 1796, plain edge 
1797 Reverse of 1797, stems 

1797 Reverse of 1797, stemless 

1798 8 over 7 

1798 Reverse of 1796 
1798 L' Hair style 

1798 2"'* Hair style 

1799 9 over 8 
1799 


Sheldon Number or [NC] 

1 

2,3,[1] 

4 

5-lla,[4],[5] 
llb,llc 
[2], [3] 

12- 16, [6] 

17-20b,[4],[7] 

21-68,[1],[2],[3],[5],[6],[8],[9] 

69-72 

48 

64 

73-76a 

76b-78,[2],[3] 

79 

80 

[ 1 ] 

81-91 

101-103,106-1 12,[5] 

92,93,95-99,1 16,[2],[4] 

94,100,104,105,1 13-1 15,1 17-1 19,[1],[3],[6] 

103,104 

120b,121b 

120a,121a,[l] 

122-130,134-142,[2],[3],[4],[5],[6],[7] 
131-133, 143, [8] 

150-152 

155,156,178 

144-164,[1],[2] 

165-187 

188,[1] 

189 
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1800 Over 1798, style 1 hair 

1800 80 over 79, style 2 hair 
1800 

1801 Normal reverse 

1801 Three error rev. (l/000,one stem, UNITED) 
1801 Fraction 1/000 

1801 1/100 over 1/000 

1802 Normal reverse 
1802 Fraction 1/000 

1 802 Stemless wreath 

1803 Small date (blunt 1), small fraction 
1803 Small date (blunt 1), large fraction 
1803 Large date (pointed 1), small fraction 
1803 Large date (pointed 1), large fraction 
1803 1/100 over 1/000 

1803 Stemless wreath 

1 804 Perfect die 
1804 Obverse cud 

1804 Obverse & reverse die cud 

1 804 Unofficial restrike 

1805 

1806 

1807 Small 7 over 6 (blunt 1) 

1807 Large 7 over 6 (pointed 1) 

1807 Small fraction 
1 807 Large fraction 
1 807 “Comef ’ (die break behind head) 

190,191,[5],[6] 

192-196,[1],[2] 

197-212,[3],[4] 

213-217,222,224,[1],[2],[4],[5] 

218,219 

220,223,[3] 

221 

225-227,229,230,232-240,242,[l],[2] 

228 

231,241 

243-256,262,263,[l] 

257-261 

264 

265 
249 
243 
266a 
266b 
266c 

(Not numbered by Sheldon) 

267-269 

270 

272 

273 

271-274 

275,276 

271 

1808 Classic Head 

1809 

1810 10 over 09 
1810 

1811 Last 1 over 0 
1811 

1812 Small date 

1812 Large date 

1813 

1814 Plain 4 
1814 Crosslet 4 

277-279 

280 

281 

282-285 

286 

287 

290,291 

288,289 

292,293 

295 

294 
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Red Book Entry— 51** Edition 

Newcomb or (delisted) 

1816 Matron Head 

1-9 

1817 13 stars 

1-15,17 

1817 15 stars 

16 

1818 

1-10 

1819 9 over 8 

1 

1819 Large date 

2 

1819 Small date 

3-10 

1820 20 over 19 

1-3 

1 820 Large date 

9-14 

1 820 Small date 

4-8,15 

1821 

1,2 

1822 

1-14 

1 823 3 over 2 

1 

1823 

2 

1 823 Unofficial restrike 

(Not numbered by Newcomb) 

1 824 4 over 2 

1,5 

1824 

2-4 

1825 

1-10,(5) 

1826 6 over 5 

8 

1826 

1-7, 9,(2) 

1827 

1-12 

1828 Large narrow date 

1-9,11,12 

1 828 Small wide date 

10 

1 829 Large letters 

l,2,4,6-8 

1 829 Small (or medium) letters 

3,5,9 

1830 Large letters 

1-5,7-11 

1830 Small (or medium) letters 

6 

1831 Large letters 

1,6-10,12,14 

1831 Small (or medium) letters 

2-5,11,(13) 

1832 Large letters 

3 

1832 Small (or medium) letters 

1,2 

1833 

1-6 

1834 Large 8, large stars, large reverse letters 

6,7 

1834 Large 8, large stars, small reverse letters 

5 

1834 Large 8, small stars, small reverse letters 

3,4 

1 834 Small 8, large stars, small reverse letters 

1,2 

1835 Large 8, large stars 

1,9 

1835 Small 8, small stars 

2-6,10-13,18 
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1835 Young Head, the head of 1836 

1836 

1837 Plain hair cords, medium letters 
1837 Plain hair cords, small letters 

1837 Beaded hair cords, the head of 1838 

1838 

1839 9 over 6, plain hair cords 

1839 Head of 1838, beaded hair cords 
1839 Silly head (large browlock) 

1839 Booby head (shoulder exposed) 

1839 Petite Head, the head of 1840 

1 840 Large date 
1 840 Small date 

1 840 Small 1 8 over large 1 8 

1841 

1 842 Small date 

1 842 Large date 

1 843 Petite head, small letter reverse 
1 843 Petite head, large letter reverse 

1 843 Mature Head, large letter reverse 

1844 

1844 44 over 81 

1845 

1 846 Small date 

1 846 Medium date 

1846 Tall date 

1847 

1 847 Large 7 over small 7 

1848 

1849 

1850 

1851 

1851 51 over 81 

1852 

1853 

1854 

1855 Upright 5’s 
1855 Slanting 5’s 

1855 Slanting 5’s, knob on ear 

1856 Upright 5 

1856 Slanting 5 

1857 Large date 
1857 Small date 


7,8,14-16,19,(17) 

1-7 

1-4,6,7,13-17,(8) 

5 

9-12 

1-16,(13) 

1 

2,3 

4,9 

5-7,10-15 

8 

5- 10,(11) 

1-4,12,(13) 

2 

1-7 

1,2 

4-9,(3),(10) 

2,3,8-12,14,15,18,(l),(7) 

4,(13) 

5,6,16,17 

1.3- 8 
2 

1-15 

1-10,15,17-22,26 

11 

12-14,16,23-25 

1.3- 30,32-43,(9),(16),(17),(25),(33),(40) 
2,31 

l-46,(43),(45), (small date is a counterfeit) 
1-30,(6),(13),(15),(25) 

1-28,(8),(10),(16) 

1,2,4-45,(11),(28),(32) 

3 

1-24,(2),(9),(13),(19) 

1-33 

1-29,(15) 

1-8,12,13 

9 early die state, 10,1 1 
9 medium and late die state 

6 - 12,20 

1- 5,13-19,21,22,(15) 

1 

2- 5 
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My “Expanded” List of Large Cents — 4/98. Italics not in Current Red Book. 

Richard H. Saxl 


LARGE CENTS 


1793-1796 CHAIN, WREATH and LIBERTY CAP 


1793 Chain Ameri. 

1793 Chain America 

1793. Chain America 

1793 Wreath vine/bars 

1793 Wreath let. edge 1793 Strawberry Iv. 

1793 Liberty Cap 

1794 Head of ’93 

1793 Head of ’94 

1794 Head of ’95 

1794 Starred rev 

1794 No fraction bar 

1795 Let. Edge 

1795 Plain Edge 

1795 Jefferson head 

1 796 Liberty cap 


1796-1799 DRAPED BUST 


1796 Rev of ’94 

1796Revof ’95(’96) 1796 Rev of ’97 

1796 LIHERTY 

1797 Rev’ 96 pi. edge 

1797 Rev’96 gr. edge 1797 Rev ’97 stems 

1797 Rev ’97 stemless 

1798/7 

1798 Rev of ’96 

1798 U Hair Rev ’97 1798 2"“ Hair Rev ’97 

1799/8 

1799 




1800-1803 DRAPED BUST 


1800/798 l^^Hair 

1800/79 2"'' Hair 

1800 

1801 

1801 3 error reverse 

1801 1/000 

1801 1/100 over /OOO 

1 802 Rev stemless 

1 802 Rev stems 

1802 1/000 

1803 Rev stemless 

1803 LD L fraction 

1 803 LD S fraction 

1 803 SD L fraction 

1 803 SD S fraction 

1803 1/100 over 1/000 


1804-1807 DRAPED BUST 


1804 Perfect die 

1804 Obv Cud 

1804 Obv & Rev Cud 1805 Blunt 1 

1805 Pointed 1 

1806 

1807/6 Blunt 1 

1 807/6 Pointed 1 

1 807 S fraction 

1 807 L fraction 

1807 Comet break 



1808-1814 CLASSIC HEAD 


1808 

180812* 

1809 

1810/09 

1810 

1811/0 

1811 

1812 SD 

1812 LD 

1813/2 

1813 

1814 crosslet 4 

1814 plain 4 





1816-1821 MATRON HEAD 


1816 Wide date 

1816 Close date 

1817 13* 

1817 15* 

1817 

1818 Head of ’1 7 

1818 Head of ’19 

1819/8 

1819 LD 

1 8 1 9 SD wide 

1819 SD close 

1820/19 ZD 

1820/19 SD 

1820 LD 

1820 SD 

1821 
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LARGE CENTS 



1822-1828 

i MATRON HEAD 


1 822 Wide date 

18 22 Close date 

18 22 

1823/2 

1823 

1824/2 

1824 Wide date 

1824 Close date 

18 24 

1825 

1826/5 

1 826 Wide date 

1 826 Close date 

1827 

1828 LD 

1828 SD 


1829-1835 

MATRON HEAD 


1829 LL 

1829 SL 

1830 LL 

1830 SL 

1831 LL 

1831 SL 

1832 LL 

1832 SL 

1833/2 

1833 

1834 L8L*L rev 

1834 L8L* Srev 

1834 L8 S* Srev 

1834 S8L* Srev 

1835 Hof ’34 LD 

1835 Hof ’34 SD 


1835-1839 YOUNG HEAD 


1835 Head of ’36 

1836 

1 837 PI hair cords LL 

1837 PI hair cords 

1837 Beaded cords 

1838 

1839/6 

1839 Head of ’38 

1839 Silly Head 

1839 Booby Head 




1839-1843 PETITE HEAD 


1839 Head of ’40 

1840 LD 

1840 SD 

1840/18 

1841 

1842 LD 

1842 SD 

1843 Hof ’42 LL 

1843 Hof ’42 SL 





1843-1849 MATURE HEAD 


1843 Head of ’44 

1844 

1844/81 

1845 

1 846 SD open 6 

1846 SD cl 6 

1846 MD 

1846 LD 

1846/46 

1847 

1847/7 

1847 1/1 

1848 closed 4 

1848 open 4 

1849/8 

1849 


1859-1857 MATURE HEAD 


1850 closed 5 

1850 open 5 

1851 

1851/81 

1852 

1853 

185 4 

1854 

1855 up 5’s 

1855 si 5’s 

1855 knob on ear 

1855 12* 

1856 up 5 

1856 si 5 

1857 LD 

1857 SD 


* * * * 
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SOME COMMON SENSE ON STATISTICAL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS 

Craig Sholley 


In reading Red Henry's rebuttal to my article on sampling and statistics, I found it most 
ironic that he called for common sense and then proceeded to present the typical 
misconceptions along with a prodigious amount of "spin-doctoring:” Getting straight to the point, 
the problems with Mr. Henry's study, as well as that of the “Butternut Hoard", involve the two 
central principles of sampling and statistical analysis. These are the requirement that the 
sample must be random and the use of the proper mathematical relationships in the analysis. 

As I said in my initial article: "In statistics a sample is considered random only if all 
members of the population have an equal chance of selection." Mr. Henry takes umbrage at 
this definition and tries to make it seem unfair and unreasonable by arguing that this means a 
sample must be "perfect,” and that there is no such thing short of examining the entire 
population. First, I'd like to point out that sampling and statistics are pure mathematics. In this 
field (as in the other sciences), we have underlying rules called axioms upon which all else is 
based. The definition of a random sample is the base axiom of sampling statistics and was 
developed by mathematicians far more intelligent than I, it is not some "willy-nilly" idea that I 
created. To argue this axiom is unreasonable or too perfect makes as much sense as arguing 
that the axiom that congruent angles are equal is unreasonable, or that 1 + 1 = 2 is too perfect. 
And contrary to Mr. Henry's argument that a truly random sample is impossible, from many years 
of experience in developing sampling plans and performing statistical analyses, I can assure you 
that, while it would take significant effort, a random sample is quite possible. 

In response to my statement that his sample is not random and therefore invalid. Mr. 
Henry protests that I can't possibly say this since I don't know how it was collected. Apparently 
he has forgotten what he wrote in his articles in P-W issues 163 and 181 , so let me refresh his 
memory. 

In his original article in P-W issue 163, pages 202 and 203, Mr. Henry asked for data for 
large cents seen at flea markets, antiques shows, and local coin club meetings. He specifically 
asked that coins in specialist copper collections not be included. In his subsequent article in 
P-W issue 181 , page 163, he specifically stated that he wanted data for “unpicked" cents 
from “general coin, antique, and flea market dealers.” In this article Mr. Henry extended 
the data proscription to copper dealer stock. I don't think that I misinterpreted what he said 
he was doing since he repeated these requirements virtually verbatim in his rebuttal article. 
In fact, in this article Mr. Henry succinctly states that : “The information must be taken from 
previously - unattributed cents, so that no varieties have been removed from the sample.” 

Let's look at this for a moment. On the surface this would seem to be a fairly logical 
conclusion. However, it is not when one considers the nature of this “unattributed” 
population of cents. This “population” is actually a subsector of the whole population of 
large cents and, in fact, is really nothing more than the “left-over junk” after all of the more 
desirable cents have been picked out over the years! So, rather than being representative 
of the whole population, this subsector is just about as skewed as you can get. 

This is a fairly common mistake - assuming that a subsector of the population, for 
one reason or another, is random and representative of the whole population. This is the 


- 177- 


XXXII/ 186 


most common cause of bias in sampling plans. With Mr. Henry's sample admittedly being 
pulled from a small subsector of the population, he is ignoring the great majority of the 
large cents extant - those in collections and specialist dealer stock, say 75% of the 
population as a conservative figure. This is a rather large proportion to ignore in one's 
study. 


So, common sense point number one: Does Mr. Henry's sampling scheme sound 
like it meets the definition of a random sample? Do you really think that a sample that 
deliberately excludes a majority of the population meets this definifion? 

Before discussing the second point, the mathematics used for statistical analysis, 
I would first like to discuss a couple of other aspects on the subject of samples. These are 
side issues to the argument concerning Mr. Henry's study, but he made such ado over 
them that I should address them at least briefly. On the subject of hoards as samples, Mr. 
Henry presents the argument that these admittedly biased hoards are sometimes the best 
information we have and, because of this, the feet that they are biased does not invalidate 
them. While this is an interesting and creative argument, it is also quite silly. Sometimes 
in life, and especially in science, the best you have is not good enough, and such is the 
case here. Biased samples are not valid for statistical analysis, period. Rant about the 
unfairness of it ail, throw a temper-tantrum If you wish, but it will not alter this fact. 

Mr. Henry also makes much ado about the examples of causes of bias that I presented 
in my article. First, these were presented as examples; they are not all of the possible causes 
and not all of them apply to every sample. Secondly, as I pointed out several times, the major 
cause of bias in a sample is that the sample is not representative of the whole population - 
either deliberately or unintentionally, major portions of the population were excluded from the 
sample. All other causes of bias pale in comparison to this one, and if this is the case with your 
sample, it is a moot point whether your sample is or is not biased in some other manner. 

Also, based on my experience in developing sampling plans and conducting analyses, 

I disagree with Mr. Henry's arguments that his sample is not biased in some of these ways. 
However, these points are minor side issues as his sample is heavily biased because it 
deliberately excludes the major portion of the population. 

One more point about samples before I go on with the mathematics. One of the other 
common misconceptions you will often hear, is that a sample isn't random if you know what's 
in the population. Quite to the contrary, the mathematics "couldn't care less" if you know whats 
in the population. The only concerns are that the sample be drawn in such a manner as to avoid 
any "stratification" that may be present and that the procedure not favor the selection of one 
member over another. In fact, as most statistics texts will point out, it is far better to have some 
idea of the structure of the population as one can then avoid unintended biases. 

The second principle of statistical sampling and analysis is, of course, the mathematics 
used for that analysis. Here Mr. Henry presents no argument at all. He merely says that he 
does not wish to bore us with the equations he used and that he showed them to someone else! 
First, Mr. Henry, we are in discussion of mathematics. We would like to know the equations you 
used; we would like to know their source and derivation. Please feel free to "bore" us with your 
mathematical arguments. Furthermore, I don't think that "showing your equations to someone 
else" is quite the epitome of logical mathematical proof that Mr. Henry apparently believes it to 
be, even though that someone else is Harry Salyards. This latter statement is made all the more 
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absurd when one considers that it was Harry who, in commenting on these studies in an editorial 
in P-W issue 181, stated that he did not necessarily agree with what had been written. Also, 
after I submitted my article, Harry wrote a very nice note thanking me for the article and saying, 
among other things, that as a result of the article he now had an appreciation that statistics is 
something much different than that which is usually presented. In the face of this, Mr. Henry's 
statement then becomes "I showed my proof to someone else who didn't necessarily believe me 
and who really wasn't all that familiar with this area of mathematics in the first place." This is not 
what I would call resounding and indisputable proof. 

Of course the real reason Mr. Henry does not present the equations he used is that he 
has none. Go back, read his articles over again, all he really uses is simple multiplication. And 
this is where he gets into trouble. 

For example, in his first article in P-W issue 163, on page 200, Mr. Henry presents a table 
showing both the maximum survivors for each rarity level and the percentage of the estimated 
surviving population that each rarity level would then represent. There's really nothing wrong 
with this. The problem occurs when Mr. Henry then makes the fallacious assumption that these 
percentages are also applicable to the original mintages. No, wrong! There is absolutely no 
evidence that the percentages in the surviving population are anywhere near the same as the 
percentages in the original population. In fact, there is significant evidence to the contrary. 

Being most familiar with the Middle Dates, I'll use the Randall Hoard as an example. As 
Bill Noyes and I were recently discussing, many of the varieties in this hoard would be scarce 
to rare if the hoard had not surfaced - truly circulated examples (below XF) are few and far 
between. So, there is a major discrepancy in the data - the varieties are Rl and R2 in looking 
at the total survivors, but R3 to R5 by circulated examples! What does this tell us? Well, this 
shows that pure luck is a major factor in survivorship; perhaps the major factor. Had fate not 
intervened and the hoard not survived or the cents therein had gone into circulation, these 
varieties would all be much scarcer today, and, as can be seen, this would result in a different 
answer when we calculate the original mintage using Mr. Henry's fallacious assumption. The 
end result is that the calculation of original mintages by rarity level is impossible. (In fact, from 
what I've learned of the minting processes and from the coins themselves, I would guess that 
the mintage levels of varieties which are now Rl to R3 were very close together, perhaps 
differing by only a few thousand or maybe not at all. As for the others, I don't know.) 

In summation, the mathematics that Mr. Henry uses in his first article are on pretty shaky 
ground excepting those involving the maximum survivorship estimates for each variety. In his 
second and third articles, Mr . Henry gets himself in much deeper mathematical trouble. For 
example, in his article in P^W issue 181 , page 163, Mr. Henry states; "If the survey included only 
1 /250th of the cent population, and thus (roughly) 1/250th of the population of each variety, then 
there should be, taking the average, about 250 times as many of each variety out the as there 
were in the survey." He continues on in this mode on the succeeding pages showing 
calculations based on 1/100th and 1/160th" of the population. 


This is the single most common misconception of those not familiar with statistics - that 
the proportion in the population is equal, "roughly" or otherwise, to the proportion in the sample. 
This is the same mistake made by Mr. Ellsworth; this is not statistics - it is simple multiplication, 
and it is not correct. 

Yes, this approach is very appealing; it is straightforward and easily understood, which 
is why it is often passed off as "statistics.” But this approach has one fatal flaw. If one accepts 
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the argument that the proportion in the population is equal to the proportion in the sample, then the 
converse also must be true - the proportion in any sample drawn from a population must be equal 
to that in the population. 

For example, if you say that your sample, which contains two pieces of a particular type, 
represents 1/1 00th" of the population and that therefore there are 200 such pieces in the 
population, it naturally follows that if you draw a sample of I /100th" of the population, the sample 
must contain two of these pieces. You cant have It one way and not the other. So, try this simple 
test. Take 100 white poker chips and lO red ones, throw them in a box, shake it up, hold it over 
your head and pull out 1 1 chips. Do this many times. If these authors are correct you will pull 10 
white and I red chip every time (ok, give them a break and say most of the time). If you dont, well 
then ... 


Common sense point number two: Do you really believe that "statistical analysis" is nothing 
more that some simple multiplication and division and that ail those complex equations are nothing 
more than "window dressing" to make statistics look hard? 

In summation, all of the arguments presented by Mr. Henry in his rebuttal are really nothing 
more than "smoke and mirrors" designed to divert attention from the real points - the invalid 
samples and improper mathematics. So, why am I being so tough on these studies? Well, if 
unchallenged these studies do have some potential for affecting our view of rarity levels and 
mintages -- this is the stated purpose of the authors. As a collector and researcher, I really don't 
want the relatively solid information which has been developed over several decades to be 
corrupted by "junk science." 

In closing, I would like to present one last common sense point, and probably the most 
sensible of all; Don't believe Mr. Henry; don't believe me. Go to the library. Get a book on 
statistics; open it up. Do you see the definition for a random sample as I stated it? Are there 
warnings about sampling from small subsectors of the population? Do you see the Hypergeometric 
Distribution, the Poisson Distribution, and the Confidence Interval for the Proportion? Or do you 
see what Mr. Henry has proposed? 

For a basic statistics text, I suggest Robert N. Goodman and Joel S. Weinberg, Statistics: 
An Introduction . 1985. As the title suggests, this is a college-level introductory text. On page 272, 
you will find the definitions for both a biased and random sample. (By the way, the definition of a 
biased sample is: "A sampling procedure is biased if it tends to favor the selection of certain 
members of the population." Does this "ring a bell"?) There is an excellent discussion of samples 
beginning on page 270. I also recommend Douglas Downing, Ph.D. and Jeff Clark, Ph D., 
Statistics the Easy Way , second edition, 1989. This text is very well written and has a step-by-step 
approach. On page 210 there is a very clear discussion of random samples; on pages 97 - 99 is 
a discussion of the Hypergeometric Distribution; and on page 216 you'll find the Confidence Interval 
for the Proportion. For the expansion of the Poisson Distribution I used, see Harold F. Dodge and 
Harry G. Romig, Sampling Inspection Tables. Single and Double Sampling , second edition. This 
is the landmark work on statistical quality control and still considered by many to be the best text 
on sampling inspection. The expansion can be found on page 33. I highly recommend these texts, 
they are the same ones that I used to teach sampling and statistical analysis to industrial quality 
assurance personnel. 

Oops, I guess I gave away the answer to my last common sense point. Well, Just ignore 
those last few paragraphs! 

No really, in all seriousness, dQ look this up for yourself . 
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LATE DATE LARGE CENTS, 1840-57 

A CONSOLIDATED LIST OF MAJOR CHANGES 
TO THE ATTRIBUTION GUIDE 

Bob Grellman 

There have been several new die varieties discovered and a lot of important 
changes made to the Attribution Guide for United States Large Cents 1840 - 1857 
since it was published in 1987. That information was published in Penny-Wise as 
it was discovered, but you have to search 10+ years of issues to find it all. This 
article offers a consolidated list of those major changes, and adds a few more just 
to bring everyone up to date. 

1842 N-3 This variety was mistakenly delisted many years ago, but Newcomb 
had it right. It is a product of the N-8 obverse die, later, and the N-4 reverse die, 
also later. The attribution points of N-3 are not bold or easily seen. The easiest 
way to separate it from N-8 is to examine the reverse for the point up to right from 
the top of N in CENT. N-8 always has this point, even in the latest known die 
state. N-3 never has this point but does have the small lumps on the E in CENT 
found on the N-4 reverse. The rarity of N-3 is R3 while N-8 is R1 . 

1843 N-18 This proof-only variety does not exist and has been delisted. Breen’s 
notes were confused (Breen #19). The coin Breen examined was N-12. 

1846 N-14 A third rim cud is known at star 10 (following the one under the 18 and 
second one at star 3 to star 4). This third cud extends from above star 10 down 
nearly to the top of star 1 1 . Only 6 examples are known with this third cud break. 

1846 N-16 The rim cud at stars 10-1 1 extends to above star 9 in the terminal die 
state. Six examples have been confirmed with this extended cud break. 

1846 N-26 This variety is listed in the guide as a later state of N-13 with a spike 
through the wreath below M in AMERICA. The obverse is the same (only later), 
but the spiked reverse is from a different die, not a damaged or crumbled version 
of the N-1 3 reverse. Use the diagram shown for N-1 3 to identify the N-26 reverse. 
This N-26 variety is much rarer than N-1 3. It is a solid R5+ and very difficult to find 
in grades above VF20. 

1847 N-4 A single example is known with an internal cud break filling the area 
outlined by the cracks over the first A in AMERICA. 
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1847 N-7 In the terminal die state, the rim cud below 18 extends to below the 
upright of the 4. Only 4 examples are known with this extended cud. (For a 
good photo of this terminal break, see the Superior catalog of the Rasmussen 
sale, 2/8/98, lot 142.) 

1847 N-11 A single example is known with a strong terminal rim cud extending 
from the U in UNITED to below the tip of the wreath stem. 

1847 N-26 Seven examples are known with an additional small rim cud break 
over the second S in STATES. 

1847 N-28 Late examples are known with a series of three reverse rim cuds: 
a small one over AT in STATES later expanding to cover the rim at ATE and 
finally TATE. All three states are very rare. 

1847 N-34 This variety is now known in an early, uncracked and unlapped die 
state. The date reference numbers for this state are 344524, and the early 
obverse is usually flatly struck. The early reverse is uncracked and the field is 
beveled near the dentils under the wreath. Six examples are known in this die 
state. 

1847 N-43 A new variety discovered in 1989 that's still unique. It is the 
product of the N-30 obverse, early, and the N-7 reverse, also early. A diagram 
and complete description are on page 278 of the September 1989 issue of 
Penny-Wise. However, the attribution guide diagrams and descriptions for N-7 
and N-30 can be used to easily identify this one. 

1848 N-10 A single example is known with a strong rim cud from star 5 to star 
7. This cud is proceeded by examples with a crack on the rim outlining the 
eventual cud. 

1848 N-11 The correct sequence of the three reverse rim cuds is ES, TE, and 
D-S. The two-cud state is still unique. 

1848 N-18 The ANS has a very late example on which the upper bisecting 
obverse crack is especially strong, perhaps a half millimeter wide. 

1848 N-27 Three terminal die state examples have been confirmed with a 
strong rim cud at star 12. 

1848 N-29 A single example has been seen with an extension on the right end 
of the reverse rim cud. This extension reaches to below the left side of the 
ribbon loop. 


- 182 - 


1848 N-46 This variety was discovered in 1991 , and two examples are now 
confirmed. It is a product of the N-44/32/6 obverse, earlier, and the N-10/1 1 
reverse, interim state. The diagrams and descriptions in the attribution guide 
are adequate for identification. 

1849 N-2 and N-3 Both varieties are known in early die states without the tops 
of CE joined by crumbling. 

1849 N-13 This variety is now delisted. It is a late die state of N-23. 

1849 N-24 The cud break at stars 12-13 occurs in two stages: stage 1 
extends from star 13 up to the bottom of star 12; state 2 has the cud extending 
up to the top of star 12. About a half dozen are known in each state. 

1849 N-25 This one used to be delisted as a die state of N-10, but both dies 
are different and N-25 is a separate (and very rare) variety. See the May 1 989 
issue of Penny-Wise for a diagram and complete description. A very nice 
enlarged photo of this variety is available in the auction catalog for the Gary 
Ruttenberg collection, McCawley & Grellman Auctions, Inc., 8/19/95, lot 548. 

The photos clearly show the moon-cratered texture of the obverse fields and 
area around RICA on the reverse. Five examples known. 

1849 N-30 This variety was called N-1 proof by Newcomb and Breen. The 
obverse is the same as N-1 & 23, earlier, but the reverse is different. It has 
some fine lines in various directions over UNIT and the tops of CE in CENT are 
never joined by crumbling. However, in the later die states the top of N in ONE 
is filled by crumbling. A few of the early examples I've seen do look a lot like 
proofs, but most of the pieces now known are in circulated grades. See page 
220 of the July 1989 issue of Pennv-Wise for a diagram and complete 
description. 

1850 N-14 Later die states have been discovered with additional rim cud 
breaks at O in OF and a final one at TE in UNITED. All six of the cud die states 
are very rare, the most common one represented by only a half dozen examples. 

1850 N-27 This one was listed in the guide as a die state of N-1 1 with points 
up from the top of T in CENT. However, the reverse with points from T is the 
same as N-23/20, interim, and is not a die state of the N-1 1 reverse. The 
obverse of N-27 is the same as N-1 1/26, later. The easiest way to differentiate 
between N-1 1 , 26, & 27 (once you know you have the correct obverse) is to 
check for the point at the right top of T in CENT (N-27), line over UN (N-26), or 
neither of these (N-1 1 ). 

1850 N-28 Listed as N-22 with points down from the right base of T in CENT. 
The obverse die is the same as N-22, but the reverse die is different, not merely 
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a state of the N-22 reverse. N-22 was struck first; then the reverse die was 
changed to produce N-28. The N-22 diagram in the attribution guide has all the 
information you need. Points down from T is N-28; no points is N-22. 

1851 N-6 Two very late die state pieces are known with a rim cud break below 
the wreath ribbon, extending from under the loop to under the tip. 

1851 N-19 Four pieces are known from an uncracked obverse die. 

1851 N-35 The earliest examples seen have some rim cuds on the reverse, 
which may account for the early retirement of this reverse die. The strongest 
cuds are at MER and under the ribbon and stem tip. 

1851 N-43 Incorrectly listed in the guide as N-9 early, but the diagrams can be 
used to identify both varieties. This variety (N-43) has a different obverse die 
with the points down from the neck and the fine lines at the dentils under stars 1 
& 13 (the lines from the dentils are gone in the late state of N-43, but the points 
from the neck are still visible). In the late die state, the obverse die is very 
heavily lapped and the digits of the date are much thinner, especially the bases 
of the Ts. Both N-9 and N-43 share the same reverse die, with N-43 the first 
use. This reverse was used in four marriages in the following order: N- 
43/40/36/9. N-9 does not have any points from the neck in any die state. N-43 
is much rarer than N-9, especially in the heavily lapped late state. 

1851 N-44 Discovered in 1 992 and described on page 85 of the March 1 992 
issue of Penny-Wise . Only 5 now known, and one of these is holed. The 
obverse is new while the reverse is shared with the unique N-42 variety. For 
those of you without ready access to the old PW article, the DRN is 453535 and 
both Ts in the date are repunched more than once. In addition there is a vertical 
line down from the curl over the left side of the second 1 . However, the most 
obvious characteristic of both dies is the puffy (or "pillowed" as Jack Wadlington 
accurately calls it) look of the fields. These dies were poorly prepared and 
retired very early (but not before the reverse was used at least once more with 
the new N-1 obverse die to produce N-42). 

1851 N-45 This variety used to be called N-5 late with the lump on the left 
bottom of the E in CENT. However, the reverse dies are different. The N-5 
reverse die was retired and replaced with the N-45 reverse before the second 
obverse crack appeared (and possibly before the first crack as well). This one is 
easy to identify: lump on E is N-45, no lump is N-5. 

1852 N-6 The large rim cud from under star 10 to star 12 comes in two stages: 
the upper half occurs first with the bottom half following very soon after. Stage 1 
of this cud is represented by only two examples while state 2 is one of the most 
common cud breaks in the series. 
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1852 N-24 A very rare proof-only variety. It shares an obverse die with N-15, 
earlier, and the reverse is new. (The note at the bottom of the N-15 page in the 
guide incorrectly states that the reverse of the proof is the same as N-15.) The 
proof reverse die has none of the lines or points of the N-15 reverse, but it does 
have some fine lines at the dentils over MER and a boomerang-shaped lump on 
the body of the C in CENT. Only 3 known. 

1853 N-2 Comes with two rim cuds on the obverse. The first one extends 
from star 3 up about halfway to star 4; terminal examples have an additional cud 
at star 2. The first is unique, the second semi-unique. 

1853 N-16 One example has two rim cuds on the obverse; from midway 
between stars 9 & 10 down to slightly below star 10 with another from star 1 1 to 
star 12. A single cud state is unknown at this time, so I don't know which one 
came first. 

1854 N-10 The obverse die does come uncracked, but an uncracked reverse 
has yet to surface. 

1854 N-19 Four examples are known with a perfect (uncracked) obverse. 

1854 N-29 The guide lists this as a late die state of N-26 with clashed dies, 
but the reverse die is different. N-29 always has the raised area under the nose 
(N-26 never has it), and N-29 has the points to the right from the T in CENT. 

The emission sequence was N-26 followed by N-29. 

1854 N-30 This rare variety has the obverse is N-21 late and the reverse of N- 
23 early. The repunching outlines under the date are faint in the N-30 marriage, 
but the reverse is new and crisp with the lines over N in UNITED and from the 
leaf to the stem under N in CENT clear. The guide diagrams for these two dies 
give you all the info you need to identify this one. Only 5 known so far. 

1855 N-13 Listed as N-5 late but the reverse die is different. N-5 has the lines 
at the inner curl; N-13 has these lines lapped away. The reverse of N-5 is a 
later use of the N-7 reverse with the fine cracks at MERIC and UNITE and the 
lump under the left top of I in AMERICA. The N-1 3 reverse has none of the N-5 
markers but does have the fine lines down to the right from the right top of E in 
ONE and a strong lump on the top of the E in CENT. N-5 is rare while N-1 3 is 
common. Because of the error in the attribution guide, many N-5's are 
misattributed. 

1856 N-1 One example has turned up with an additional rim cud at the bottom 
of the reverse under the ribbon. 
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That should bring you up to date with the major changes. Please let me know if you find any of 
the super rare varieties or die states-or anything presently unlisted. That's how I get this data. 
My address is in "Swaps and Sales.” Thanks. 

************* 


ON THE ROAD TO EAC 98: CVM’s DIARY 

Chris McCawley (and Mike George) 


As we pulled into the parking garage of Boston’s Radisson Hotel, I glanced down 
at my odometer and noted a curious coincidence. It is exactly 1776 miles from Edmond, 
Oklahoma to Boston, Massachusetts. Maybe not exacf/y exactly. It is only 1776 miles if 
you go via Nashville, TN and Mount Holly, New Jersey: take a couple wrong turns near 
Philadelphia, and fine tune the last few miles touring the side streets of downtown Boston. 
Lost? Or just lucky! 

How you might wonder does one come to decide to drive so far? Well, the first part 
of that question is easy. The annual EAC convention. That and the prior experience of 
having traveled by air carrying twelve boxes of coins, fifty pounds of T-shirts, and two 
suitcases of books, medals, and clothes. I’d rather drive. Besides, my good buddy and 
Nashville, TN’s premier half-cent collector, Mike George, lives sort of on the way. 

Six weeks or so before the convention, I called Mike. “Hey, Mike. Feel like driving 
to Boston?” 

“That’s a long drive, isn’t it?” he said. 

“A couple of days.” 

“Like heck!” (Throughout, gentle reader, I will parapharase parts of the text in order 
to protect your sensibilities.) “Ifs at least a two-day drive from here in Nashville. That’s 
crazy!” 

“Yea,” I said, “that’s why I thought of you. Well, are you feeling crazy, Mike? Weil, 
... are you?” 

“Yea, I’m feeling crazy, but you’d better not be (funning) with me cause I’m calling 
American Airlines and telling them not to wait for me as soon as you hang up.” 

(MIKE GEORGE’S VIEW) 

/ was packing my bags two days before leaving for Boston when I 
received a call from Chris McCawley begging me to accompany him 
on his annual cross-country trip to EAC. I was afraid he might kill or 
seriously injure himself or some innocent bystander if I let him travel 
that far by himself unsupervised. Concerned about the welfare of his 
lovely wife and family, I relunctantly agreed to accompany him asking 
only that he bring along plenty of cold beverages (sodas) for us to 
drink and one XXL purple EAC T-shirt. 

I left Edmond about 5 a.m. on the Monday before EAC. My wife, Alice, got up to 
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pack me a lunch and kiss me good-bye. This would the easiest part of the trip — a straight 
shot on 1-40 through Little Rock and Memphis to Nashville. The Expedition was packed 
full, but drove smoothly and it was an uneventful trip. There was only one imperative: to 
be in Nashville in front of a TV set by the start of the NCAA final game between Kentucky 
and Utah. 

I arrived in Nashville about 5 p.m. and met Mike at his sister and brother-in-law's house. 

I noticed a small steady stream of smoke coming from under the front door. I was alarmed at 
first, but soon recognized the almost forgotten smell of Marlboro Reds. Mike answered the door, 
brought me in, and introduced me to his brother-in-law, Dan Baird, former lead singer of the 
Georgia Satellites. And, as I was soon to find out, a human atlas. We had an hour or so before 
the game so we sat around and talked. Dan, being a musician, had traveled extensively all over 
the country and knew pretty much by heart the best way to get anywhere. We sat and talked 
as Dan smoked Marlboro after Marlboro. He must have killed 20 the first hour, and reached for 
a fresh pack, "I have to keep my voice a little rough for my work," Dan explained. Dan shared 
some fascinating travel tales with us, as well as giving us precise directions on how to get to 
Boston with the least resistance from traffic. This included side streets, which loop or by-pass 
to take; even the best places to park! Soon we were joined by Mike’s sister, his mom, and her 
husband. Butch. Butch had some great tattoos. In fact, tattoos upon tattoos! He showed me 
how a great tattoo of Taz, the Tasmanian devil, artfully covered up the previous tattoo of an old 
girl-friend's name. One could say Butch's arm did not have original surfaces, but had been 
nicely recolored. In fact, a number of the George family members had tattoos. I was surprised 
when Mike showed his mom a previously undisclosed tattoo. I'd like to describe it to you, but 
my lips are sealed. We ordered in pizza and I will admit I had more than one beer. 

I asked Mike's mom and his little sister, Laurie, if Michael had been a good boy growing 
up. “Well, he never spent any time in jail” ... his mom said, ". . . except that one time after his first 
bachelor party. I don't think he thinks I know about that one." 

I glanced across the room at Mike. He had that look— you know the one a poker player 
gets when he sees a flush laid down over his king-high straight. Kind of blank and dumb at the 
same time. 

His mom continued, "Mike and a friend had something they weren't supposed to have 
in the car and spent some of the night at the Waynesville Police Station, but he got to the 
wedding okay, so we didn't make too much of it at the time." 

Mike told me more details of the incident later. “We had just pulled out of the (Dairy 
Queen) when we were stopped by the local constabulary. My idiot best man got out of the car 
with a 12-ounce (ice-cream cone) in his hand. It’s illegal to carry an open cone in Waynesville, 
so we were carded and carted." Mike related further, "My friend and I were so impressed by 
the kindness and genteel manners of the officer in charge that when he suggested that a $62 
per person processing fee would expunge all record of our indiscretion, we paid the fee 
immediately and in cash. I thought that was the end of it. (Gosh,) I didn't think my mom would 
ever find out." 

(MGV) 

Luckily my mom and sister love me no matter what I do or have done. 

The game was about three-quarters of the way through by this time. We had just about 
finished off the same amount of pizza and Dan had finished about that much of his third pack 
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of cigarettes. It was a pretty good game, too. The Utah Utes had built up a pretty good lead, 
but were running out of gas. Likewise Mike and I were running out of air. 

Dan's voice had to be sounding like Joe Cocker by now. We headed out the door 
to the porch to fill our lungs. 

“My goodness), your brother-in-law likes to smoke," I said. 

"(Pshaw), you should see him when he's tense. Tonight he's relaxin'!" 

Mike and I had discovered that though we were men, we just weren't Marlboro men. 
We went back inside in time to see Kentucky finish off a great comeback. It was a great 
game. 

Early the next morning, we were up and out on the road. Tennessee has some 
beautiful countryside, as does West Virginia, Virginia, the District of Columbia, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. We saw all the scenery Route 81 had to offer in the 14 
hours it took us to drive to Mount Holly, New Jersey, the home of my old college roommate. 
Bob Welstead. People back in Oklahoma wont believe that there are cows in New Jersey. 
Well, there are, even if they did seem to glow in the dark a little bit. By the time we got to 
Bob's house, my eyes weren't seeing everything clearly. We stopped briefly to ask the 
local constabulary for directions and soon pulled into the driveway. 

(MGV) 

/ thought Chris was kidding when he said he had a friend in New 
Jersey. He didn't know how to get to his house. The police definitely 
stopped us- we didn't stop them. I think they thought we were casing 
houses to rob. We didn't go to jail, but I can hardly wait to tell Chris's 
mom. 

Bob had the grill fired up and liquid refreshments on ice. We all three spent an 
enjoyable evening misremembering and telling flat out lies about our youth. Bob had taken 
a few days off work and since he knew a short cut up to Boston, we followed him on the 
way up. I have known Bob for more than twenty years . In fact, I would say I know him very 
well. In high school he was a big stud running back in the sticks of New Jersey. He turned 
down several Div I scholarship offers to walk on at the University of Oklahoma; there to 
study meteorology and philosophy. I met him as a result of his being the only other 
"sprinter of pale visage" on the track team. Bob was fast in college, real fast. But his 
driving! His driving was far from meteoric. It was Meteorological. That is; like a cold front 
slowly moving up the east coast. How could I have known someone so long and not 
realized they drove like an 85 year old lady on muscle relaxants? 

(MGV) 

/ almost killed Chris’s friend Bob. His driving almost killed us 
several times. I will fly Value-Jet to Cincinnati & Tampa before 
I let Chris McCawley talk me into another road trip. 

We finally pulled into a rest stop. Mike looked a little agitated. "If your friend doesn't 
speed up. I'm going to have to (give him a good talking to)." Bob stepped out of his Volvo." 
I didn't lose you, did I? I lost track of the speed a couple of times." We had yet to break 
50 m.p.h. and my auto trans was feeling a bit schizophrenic in places, downshifting on 
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perfectly flat terrain just because we were dipping down to 37 on the highway. In this 
leisurely way we found our way to Boston and the Radisson. 

The security room was opened early. The first of many conveniences offered by 
Ronnie Adam and Peter Boisvert who did a fine job of organizing this year's show. 

It was Mike'.s birthday (another coincidence) so we celebrated by starting out at 
Club 57, the hotel bar. This was a very nicely appointed lounge with soft piano music and 
deep leather chairs. Perfect for relaxing and discussing old coppers. It was to be the 
scene for much good humor, fun, and conversation over the next few days. 

(MGV) 

It was my Birthday and I was trying to celebrate it with a couple 
of old men who could not appreciate the ambiance and 
opportunities a great city like Boston has to offer. 

Eventually Bob and I made our way to the room upstairs we would be sharing with 
Tom Rinaldo throughout the convention. It had been a full day and I would need plenty of 
rest for the morrow's activities. 


(MGV) 

/ went upstairs too but it was to see if my roommate, the World 
Famous Half Cent Collector, wanted to join me in celebrating. 

Needless to say he was asleep. My funds depleted and in my 
billfold in the car, I slipped an lOU into my roommate's wallet 
in exchange for a bill figuring to exchange it in the morning. I 
continued my celebration. 

Early Thursday I hunted up Peter B. He was already downstairs getting the bourse 
set up. He graciously allowed me to get our space set up early with cases and lights set 
up. Bob Grellman and I had several tables, as usual at an EAC convention. This is the 
biggest show of the year for me. And with Bob and my new relationship with Superior, our 
auction business activity was going to require increased attention. I was very pleased at 
the way Peter and Ronnie had provided us with the amount of space we requested and 
made sure we had everything we needed prior to the start of the show. This is better 
treatment than dealers often receive at shows where the tables are $ 1000 a pop. Our 
bourse space at EAC conventions is a real bargain. (Perhaps the fee for dealers should 
be raised; I for one would willingly pay more.) 

(MGV) 

Early the next morning I tried to redeem my lOU from the 
World Famous Half Cent Collector. The WFHCC Just smiled 
at me, slipped the piece of paper back in his wallet, and said, 

“Not for sale.” Apparently I would be made to “pay more,” 
willingly or not. 

Soon EAC Sale lots were made available and I spent the rest of the day going over 
them. The Sale was smaller this year, but there were some coins I liked quite a lot. The 
1804 C-1 I thought might push being a VF20 - if the shallow obverse encouraged one to 
call it 30 sharpness. Anyway there are almost no nice ones known. I thought this to be an 
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important coin. Some of the more common coins 1 thought were nice too. I can never find a 
decent high grade 1838 C-1 . The AU50+ coin here I thought was pretty nice. 

I was intrigued by lot 91 , described as 1795 S-76? This was a low grade, well-worn thick 
planchet S-76 weighing 12.48 grains, but without edge lettering. Is it a 76a, or a 76b, which 
should weigh 10.89 grains. What makes it a 76a? The thick planchet or the lettered edge? To 
my mind it seems reasonable that this is an S-76a that missed the edge lettering device. 

A very nice 1798 S-175 would arouse some interest as well. There were some nice 
middle dates. A very lustrous 1816 N-5 was graded just VF35. A number of nice middle grade 
coins, some of which I recognized as old friends. It’s always nice to have a chance to buy coins 
you have owned one or two times before. 

The Wes Rasmussen Sale and the recent Stack's Sale had maybe spoiled me a bit for 
late dates. But there were some nice coins. I liked both the 47N-2 and 47 N-18 7 over 7 
overdates. I can never seem to find these. I think I’ll take a run at these. Also, a decent VF 
1847 N-36, one of the few late dates I expect to remain scarce for a long time. 

I got almost through when the first people started to arrive for the reception. Time for a 
drink or two and some great food. The buffet was really a feast this year, with carved turkey, 
ham, and beef, huge bowls of chilled shrimp and chafing dishes with pot stickers and other 
goodies. The crowd had a good feeling about with lots of friendly talk and renewing of 
acquaintanceship. 

The traditional Half Cent Happening has expanded to include Colonials and Large Cents. 
A beautiful 1811 C-1 half cent was the highlight for me. Completely original in my estimation 
with some original mint red. A bit of controversy about the 1851 (maybe) proof. I don’t believe 
a 51 proof exists. But if one did the coin on display would be it. Razor sharp strike but not much 
in the way of proof surface. Keep in mind that many proof originals lack a mirrored surface. I 
remained unconvinced by the coin on display. But my mind is open. I hope our club recognizes 
the generosity of collectors who allow their precious coins to be put on display and thus open 
to (sometimes unwanted) scrutiny by whoever cares to look and form an opinion. The large cent 
displays were not as impressive as the half cents, despite a couple of impressive 1793 S-14s. 
The Colonial tablets were jammed with collectors. 

(MGV) 

I sat behind the table showing 1811 Half Cents for most of the evening. 

My Birthday has led me to re-evaluate my life. So much misspent time. 

So many wasted resources. I am now rededicating my life to the only truly 
worthwhile pursuit . . . An 1811 C-1 Half Cent like Tett’s. 

The bourse set up started at 8 a.m. I was trying to set up quickly but had only the first 
case and a half (of twelve) set up when David C. Came over and started buying coins out of the 
case. He was soon joined by Harry Laibstain and Rick Gross. A much more active market in 
early copper among non-specialist dealers has developed over the past couple years. I find 
myself selling a great deal more to these dealers than in the past. Ultimately I had to re-set up 
my cases. I’m not complaining; it’s a great way to start at the show! 

I was less than half way set up by the time the general membership came in, but Mike 
helped me get set up and we were on our way. I had EAC T-shirts made up again this year. 
We give them out for free, one to a customer. The last few years I have made up over 100 
shirts, but inevitably I run out of the most popular sizes early on. And of course we completely 
lost track of who we have given one to. If you ever see Bob and I with these shirts at an EAC, 
just ask for one. He who hesitates has to try to fit their size “M" body into one of my double XL 
shirts. 
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This was a great show business wise. I don’t think attendance was as big as last year, 
but there were plenty of EAC collectors looking for coins. I made plenty of great sales for cash 
and for trade. More than one transaction involved me taking in ten or more duplicates in trade 
for one “big” coin. I like that kind of business. I get more inventory as well as a happy customer 
who has added to his collection without any real outlay of funds. 

Mike found a beautiful double struck 1808 C-3 half cent. The coin itself was close to AU 
with reverse showing two clear impressions. The obverse had the impression of a second blank 
planchet corresponding to the second strike, indicating the host coin had been struck, partially 
ejected and then struck again with the blank planchet inserted. Somewhere there might be an 
off-center partial brockage of an 1808 half cent. Any one seen it? Mike and I compared our 
thoughts and enthusiasms. What a great coin! But expensive. Mike didn’t need it for his 
collection. So I happily bought the coin for inventory. Mike will get half the profit (if any!) after 
the coin is sold. This is standard operating procedure for deals of this kind. I’m always delighted 
to have great coins like this brought to me. But a $5000 half cent error? Will there be a greater 
fool? ... I mean an even more appreciative new owner waiting in the wings? 

After the bourse closed, a group of us went to Legal Seafood, some of the best seafood 
in the country. And at an EAC gathering, always some of the best company available. Mike had 
left early for the Brew Moon, a local establishment that caters to the hungry and thirsty citizens 
of Boston. 


(MGV) 

Before going to dinner at the Brew Moon, a small group of us had 
gathered over at the hotel lounge: Clem Schettino, Frank McGrath, Stan 
Stephens, me and my roommate, the WFHCC. Clem was showing us his 
impressive Half Cent collection housed in a classic Whitman deluxe Half 
cent folder, the kind where you flip the pages back and forth to look at the 
coins or slide back the plastic sleeves to remove the coins. I liked the nice 
1804 C-11 plain four with stems, a solid VF+ coin in my estimation. My 
roommate was even more impressed and insisted Clem go with him 
upstairs where the coin could be examined more closely. I stayed 
downstairs keeping our seats warm and meeting some of the friendly 
business people of Boston. The WFHCC meanwhile was working hard 
to pry Clem’s Plain Four with stems 1804 C-11 away from him. Flipping 
the page back and forth, examining the obverse and then the reverse. 

The coin was even nicer than he remembered. It was the nicest he had 
ever seen. Soon a healthy amount was offered. A figure larger than 
could be reasonably turned down. They shook hands and the deal was 
done. The 04 C-11 was on its way to a new and happy home. But 
something happened when the coin was removed from the folder. The 
stems on the reverse had fallen off! My roommate had been looking at 
the common 1804 C-13 plain four obverse (a very high grade coin) and 
then flipping the page over to look at the with stems reverse of the scarce 
1804 C-11. Clem looked at the coin and joked that perhaps the stems 
were Just very weakly struck, or perhaps this was a new die state ? ... but 
being the gentleman he is, he immediately allowed the WFHCC to 
crawdad the deal. 

I got back in time to catch the tail end of the Educational Forum. One of the talks was 
by Tony Carlotto on Vermont coppers. If you haven’t seen his new book on Vermonts, it is (to 
use Ronnie Adam’s phrase) FANTASTIC! I don’t have space here to list all the book’s virtues. 
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It is well written, meticulously researched, beautifully photographed and presented. The 
production values are topnotch. Hand bound with an embossed cover. Glossy heavy paper is 
used for the text with a sewn-in binding. But better than all of this, the book communicates a real 
love for the old Vermont coppers. I can’t say enough about this book. I encourage anyone to 
get a copy and read it. It will rekindle your love of coins. 

(MGV) 

The 1804 C-11 story was not yet through! Much of the group regathered 
later. And I must admit a few laughs were had at my roommate’s 
expense, and I was one of the loudest laughers. But not one to be 
laughed at easily, he thought he might have the last laugh on me. 

Passing on some of the redness in his cheeks to my own. With this 
thought in mind he removed the lOU from his wallet and offered it to Clem. 

“I have this Mike George iOU for one hundred dollars here, ” he said. Tor 
all the good its going to do me I’ll sell it to you for one dollar if you promise 
never to tell that 1804 C-11 story ever again.” I could feel the redness 
transfer begin. This was gonna cost me big time. “Its a deal” said Clem, 
and everyone had a hard laugh, especially my roommate. Maybe he was 
laughing too hard. Because Clem paid over the dollar. Took the IOU and 
tore it in two. Then he took out his lighter and burned the two pieces 
letting the ashes drop in the ashtray! Now everyone was laughing, me 
included. The WFHCC said that the dollar he had been paid was now the 
only evidence that any of this had ever occurred. He wadded it up, put it 
in his mouth and washed it down with a gulp of Sam Adams. It was an 
OK deal still for a dollar. He knew Clem was a man of his word and would 
never tell the story of the 1804 C-11 that wasn’t to another living soul. 

And neither will I tell it ever again. Not in print, anyway! 

For some reason I always awaken early when I’m on trips. By early I mean 5:00 a.m. 
(This is not my practice at home; friends never call before 8 a.m.) It’s hopeless trying to get 
back to sleep, so I’m up and touring the theater district of downtown Boston for an hour or so. 
There’s Colonel Ellsworth going out for his morning run. Hi, Steve! 

The bourse opens early. I looked over the eleven coins I had taken in trade for the finest 
known 1801 S-224 the day before. This should work OK. The collector with “first shot” on the 
double struck 1 808 talked to his wife about it last night. It was a no go. You know the three C’s: 
new Car, Children’s education, more Coins. Funny the first two have a habit of getting in the 
way of the third. What’s with these people? 

Bob comes back from the board meeting held in the Philopolous Room. (My Jesuit 
education fails me. What’s a Philopolous?) The club will survive another year. Seriously 
though, it would be good to see more people involved in the running of EAC. Currently all the 
work and decision making responsibilities fall on one or two people. This isn’t healthy for the 
long term interest of the club. It’s probably been this way for twenty years. But we have lots of 
good people in this club. Let’s find a way to get them involved. 

Bob has had a couple good consignments come in for our May 31st sale and attributes 
an impossible 1851 for me. A late middle die state, but not an early late . . . (how do we know 
he’s not just making this up? . . .). The second in line for the 1808 double struck thinks about 
it. Thinks some more . . . then writes the check. 
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(MGV) 

How hard can this coin dealing be? I just got all my expenses taken care 
of without doing any work! What a racket these guys have going. Play 
with coins all day and get paid! If Chris couldn't deal coins I think he'd 
have to spend the rest of his life saying, "You want fries with that?" 

I get offered a nice VF+ New Jersey M.2I-N in an EF+ slab. I consult my colonial guru 
Tom Rinaldo and buy it. Later C-4 president Dennis Wierzba comes by. Looks at it. Consults 
with his guru, 16 year old son Michael, and buys it from me. Michael might be the smartest 16 
year old copper coin collector in America, having inherited that mantle from the recently grown 
old John Kraljevich. The day goes by quickly. Tony Terranova and I split a nice S-72; one of 
Walter Husak's duplicates. Life is treating you well when an EF45 1794 head of 95 is your 
downgrade. Fred Lochary comes by and adds a couple to his pile as does Don Weinzapfel. A 
pretty VG 1 793 half cent goes off to Kermit Smythe. Most of the local collectors show up. But 
some from surrounding areas are inexplicably missing. Cliff Fellage from Cliffs Coins comes 
and picks out a number of coins. Ron Manley spent time discussing half cent die states with 
JRG. Every so often he comes by, picks out a few die state Half Cents from the case to discuss 
with Bob, then puts them back. Then later takes out some more, comes back and says 'These 
I'm putting back. These I'll buy." Works for me! A new Half Cent book should result from the 
collaboration of Ron and Bob. It is needed. The Breen die states are not entirely useless, but 
neither are they entirely accurate. 

Micky Arconti, Mike, and I make a quick stop for dinner prior to the sale. For dessert? 
Bert Cohen has had an incredible large cent cake designed and made. All proceeds to EAC. 
It's one of the first lots. The bidding stops at $200 and probably less than the cost of making the 
cake. Lucky me! A few colonials sell and Tony comes through the door. "You ("silly man")," he 
yells at Denis. 'You sold the cake without me!" The bidding is re-opened. I make Tony pay 
$500 for it; a little more in keeping with the spirit of EAC donated lots. Tony graciously brings 
me over a big slab of cake. "Here. You'll have to eat for both of us." (AJTs lost about eighty 
pounds over the past 2 years on a no carbohydrate diet.) As if I haven't been! I've got some of 
that eighty right here. Tony buys most of the nice colonials along with the cake. 

I was not completely shut out. I buy the nice 1809 C-1 , a coin cherry picked late last year 
by Jim Young, older brother to Chris Young. A few years ago when the younger Young has 
cherry picked a new variety 1794 NC-10 I joked to Jim: "God smiles down on the young 

brothers. Only by chance did it go to Chris. He'll be sure to send one to the other brother next." 
Sure enough a few months later a '94 NOII is discovered and by Jim Young ~ but not the 
brother of Chris; this Jim Young was from New Hampshire! The joke had grown teeth! This year 
Jim (the brother of Chris) took me aside and reminded me of the joke we had about the errant 
'94 NCs. I remembered. 'We'll guess who has added a new '94 to his collection." Apparently 
God had been doing some more smiling. Jim sure was! 

I got the edge-letterless 1795 S-76a but missed the 1798 S-175. I got a nice 1828 N-6 
in AU and both the 47 overdates N-2 and N-18 though. Also the 47 N-36; the first nice one I've 
ever owned. 

After the sale I hunted up Mike over in the lounge. Al Boka, Jeff Gresser, Clem Schettino, 
Stan Stephens, Frank McGrath, Tom Turissini & CiCi, Walt Husak and his clever, charming wife, 
Patricia : a pretty nice group. I've known Jeff for close to 1 5 years and was privileged to sell his 
beautiful set of 1817s some years back. Frank I've met more recently. But what a great group of 
people! Folks from very diverse backgrounds united by a ^scination with the old coppers. Why 
does this club inspire such a spirit of camaraderie? I've been associated with many groups from 
athletic teams to neighborhood boards and political committees. I've never seen anything like the 
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spirit of openness and friendship we have in this club. I hope we never lose it . . . It's something 
to be proud of. OK, so I still can't have your Bud Lite. I'm not the only one who came away from 
EAC ‘98 re-enthused about the club. 

(MGV) 

Chris spends too much time working at the convention and not enough 
time having fun. But he's getting better. In his absence we voted him 
“dealer most resembling a human being." 

Sunday was mostly closing up. Although there was the usual last minute whirlwind of 
activity. Micki Arconti relieved me of the off center 1819 N-4 from last night's sale. A few folks 
said their good-bye's. Bob Welstead had gone off whale watching Saturday and then back to 
Mt. Holly. Mike and I were packed up and out by mid afternoon, the last adult sized T-shirt given 
away and the last deal bagged and loaded. We took turns driving, slower than 5 mphotpl (miles 
per hour over the posted limit) making it somewhere past Fredericksberg before stopping. Then 
on towards Nashville, delayed only once in Virginia while Mike stopped at every speck-in-the- 
road exit searching for famous Virginia BarBQ. We finally settled for Long John Silver's. 
Dropped Mike off at about 4:00 p.m., I could have stayed, but home was beckoning. I stopped 
once at a tiny hotel near Blue Moon Lake, Arkansas-that sounds like Brew Moon-another 
coincidence. But who knows what I was seeing by then with the case of White Line Fever I had. 
I made it back to Edmond at 3 p.m., several hours before my oldest son Frank's basketball 
banquet. A great trip, a great convention and 3500 more miles on the odometer. What more 
can you ask? 

(MGV) 

I have only two things to add. 

1. Never again. 

2. Never say never. 

************* 


THE OFFICIAL 1998 EAC / BOSTON CONVENTION COMMITTEE’S REPORT 

The Annual E.A.C. Convention was held at the Radlsson Hotel in Boston, MA April 2nd - 5th. 
By all accounts, the convention was a success. E.A.C. sold 43 dealer tables, with about 70 
different dealers attending. Nearly 200 people had a terrific time at the Hospitality Get-Together 
on Thursday night. After the Hospitality event, everyone repaired to the Colonial, Half-Cent & 
Large-Cent Happenings. More about those events elsewhere in this issue. 

The Committee is indebted to Greg and Lisa Heim for coordinating a tremendous Display of 
material! Those displaying: 

Alan Weinberg: Massachusetts Silver by Type and Variety. 

John Whitney: 1796 Half - and Large Cents. 

Mike Packard & Tom Rinaldo: Massachusetts Cents by Die Variety. 

Anthony Terranova: Vermont Coinage. 

Robert Miller: Smith Cents 

Rick Coleman: Draped Bust Half Cents. 

Greg and Lisa Heim: Half Cents and Hard Times Tokens. 

The Committee wishes to thank, from the bottom of its heart, the above people for bringing their 
collections to this Convention! All who viewed the Displays were extremely impressed! 
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The Committee wishes to express its gratitude to the Educational Forum Speakers: 

Tony Carlotto: who regaled the audience with tales of his The Cooper Coins of 
Vermont book publication experience(s). 

Mike Packard & Tom Rinaldo: who explained Die Variety & Analysis of 

Massachusetts 1787 coinage. 

John Wright; who held a lively discussion concerning several ‘open forum’ topics. 
Thank You all very much for your time and effort! 

The Convention was attended by about 400 walk-ins. No admission fee was charged, as per 
EAC policy. The Committee is a bit distressed to learn that a rather “large” dealer of Colonials 
in the Boston area was telling prospective attendees that there would be an admission charge. 
The Committee is sure that the dealer knows better than to say such things as that. 

The Committee would like to say a big Boston “Howya doin’?" to Dr. William Seese, who came 
over from Stevenhenge, England, and to Stanley Chen, who few in from Hawaii. Thanks for 
coming! 

The Committee would like to take this opportunity to give special Thanks to: 

Bert & Rosalie Cohen: for the sale donation of that great, beautiful cake! We can tell 
you not a scrap of it remained on Sunday morning! 

Chris McCawley; who had the original winning bid on the cake, for graciously 
allowing its re-offering. 

Anthony Terranova: for this generous winning bid of the cake and his sharing of 
same with everybody at the sale. 

Stu Levine: for his considerable Saturday morning breakfast feed of Bagels, cream 
Cheese and Smoked Salmon brought in for everyone’s enjoyment. 

Tony Cadotto: for choosing this Convention for the wodd-wide release of his much- 
anticipated book: The Copper Coins of Vermont . A true labor of love, and great 
reading. 

The Committee would like to take this opportunity to thank the following people and 
organizations for their support of the convention; 

Kell y O’Leary and the Sales staff of the Radisson Hotel / Boston. 

Tom Reynolds , for great catalogue work. 

Mike Packard & March Wells , for support, advice, and words of wisdom. 

Steve Fischer , for another terrific cover illustration. 

Jan Valentine. Dennis Wierzba . and Rick Coleman , for organizing the “Happenings”. 
Greg & Lisa Heim , for organizing the Exhibits. 

Ati.thon.Y Terranova. Alan Weinberg. Mike Packard & Tom Rinaldo. John Whitnev. 

Robert Miller. Rick Coleman, and Greg & Lisa Heim , for exhibiting. 

Donna Levin , for taking charge of Lot Viewing (The Committee is pleased to learn that 
that big Maple tree in Central Park with the carving D. L. (Heart) D. L. does not 
stand for Denis Loring loves Denis Loring). 

Denis Loring. Jack Robinson , and Bob Grellman . for EAC sale services. 

W es R a sm uss on & Lithotechnical Services , for rush-job printing. 

Banner Printing of Bevedy, MA for rush-job printing. 

Pauline Adam , for those great Sunday meals during “strategy” sessions. 

J.G.M. Numismatics , of Beverly, MA for use of company equipment. 
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Dealers in attendance: Lanny Reinhardt, Bob Miller, Chris Young, Tom Rinaldo, Steve 

Tanenbaum, Richard Rossa, Jim Goudge, Dennis Wierzba, The Colonial Coin Collectors Club, 
Angel Pietri, Tony Carlotto, Richard August, Chris McCawley, Bob Grellman / M & G Auctions, 
Anthony Terranova, Mike Ringo. H. Craig Hamling, William Anton, Denis Loring, Donna Levin, Tom 
& Kathy Reynolds, Mark Borckardt, Harry Laibstain, Jim McGuigan, Steve Fischer, March Wells, 
Don Valenziano, Jr., Rod & Joan Widok, Bert Cohen, Ron Adam, Bob Matthews, Jon & Sally Lusk, 
Phil Ralls, Bob Vail, Dave Chermesino, Dave Carr, Howard Barron, Bruce Kutcher, Stuart Levine, 
Ken Goldman, Steve Hayden, Charles Davis, Col. Steve Ellsworth / Butternut, Jack & Sondra 
Beymer, Bill Jones, Dave Palmer, John Cloutier, Dan Holmes, Mary Sauvain, Judy Matheme, 
Thomas Turissini, Walt Husak, Dan Trollan, Cliff Fellage, Tom Knopp, Joel Spingarn, John Brady, 
Dr. William Seese, Alan & Mamie Davisson, Wayne Anderson, Louis Whitaker, Jack Robinson, Bill 
Noyes, Tom Caldwell and Doug Bird. Sadly missed: Dan Demeo. 

And ... the following people who gave generously for the Hospitality event: R. Tettenhorst, Bill 
& Carol Jones, Tom Adams, L. Michael Lawrence, Jim McGuigan, Jon Warshawsky, Donald 
Groves, Rod Burress, Don Valenziano, Jr., Dan Holmes, Robbie Brown, John Bradey, Dr. William 
Seese, George and Joan Maroskos, Jon and Ellen Best, John Dimbauer, Michael Bristlow, Harry 
Smith, Clem Schettino, Lanny Reinhardt, Joel Spingarn, George Trostel, Jack Robinson, Terrence 
Starhurski, Bert & Rosalie Cohen, Clay Everhart, George Perkins, Jr., Harry Salyards, Rich 
Nadeau, Ron Manley, Dave Chermesino, Mark Quinley, Wes Rasmussen, Mike Packard, Rod & 
Joan Widok, Chris McCawley, Robert LaForme, Jr., Mark Borckardt, Dan Trollan, Joe D’Agostino, 
Roger Siboni, Stuart Schrier, Bruce Kutcher, Thomas A. Knopp, Cliff Fellage, Robert Miller, Dennis 
Wierzba, Angel Pietri, Frank Goss, George Lyman, Stan Stephens, Bill Tivol, Jeff Gresser, Joe 
Kane, Tony Carlotto, Bob Matthews, Mike Felder, Mike Forader, and Frank McGrath. 

Respectfully submitted by, 

Ron Adam 
Peter Boisvert 




1998 HALF CENT HAPPENING 

Rick Coleman 


i was pleased with the quality of coins that the exhibitors brought to this year's Happening. We 
saw some great coins again. I was a little disappointed that there were not more participants. 
Attendance was light at best this year. My thanks to all of the exhibitors and the few monitors 
who helped. 

The results are reported below by collection name, as provided by the exhibitors: 




1st 

2nd 

M 

4th 

5th 

1793 

C-3 

McGuigan 

Tettfa] 

Tett[b] 

Schettino 

Trostel 

1794 

C-la 

Tett 

McGuiganfa] 

McGuiganfb] 

Widok 

Schettino 

1795 

C-2b 

Tett 

McGuigan 

Coleman/Manleyftie] 



1804 

C-12 

Tettfa] 

Coleman 

McGuigan 

Tettfb] 

Trostel 

1811 

C-1 

Tettfa] 

McGuiganfa] 

M. George 

Tettfb] 

McG.fb] 

1851 

C-1 

McGuigan 

Tettfa] 

Schettino 

Packard 

Tettfc] 

1851 

Proof 

Tett 






Jim McGuigan's 1793 C-3 won first place easily. It garnered all but one first place vote. 
Likewise, R. Tettenhorst's 1794 C-la missed only one first place vote. 

The 1794 C-2b's unfortunately did not include the coin from the Catherine Bullowa sale. It was 
great. R. Tettenhorst's coin placed first. Jim McGuigan's was a solid second, with my coin and 
Ron Manley's coin in a dead heat for third. 

The 1804 C-12 race was a little more hotly contested. R. Tettenhorst's coin won with five first 
place and three second place votes. My coin was second with three first place votes, three 
second place and two third place votes. Jim McGuigan's coin placed a solid third and Tett's 
second coin received all of the fourth place votes. George Trostel’s coin barely nudged out 
Clem Schettino's for fifth place. I wouldn't trade. 

R. Tettenhorst's 181 1 C-1 was the star of the show. As Mike George commented, "Once you 
see that coin, it changes everything.” I was pleased to have it present. There is nothing like a 
proof like. Mint State, red brown 1811 C-1 to ensure that the Happening is a success. Jim 
McGuigan's 1811 4-star break was also a great coin. 

The 1851's were surprising. Even the finest business strike was not a gem on the EAC grading 
scale. The voting was not consistent and the five coins that placed each received at least one 
first place vote. I still haven't seen the business strike that I want. 

The 1851 proof is a different matter. I'll take that one. There was only one exhibited, that by R. 
Tettenhorst. About ten people asked me whether or not I thought the coin was a proof I think 
that the coin was prepared as a "Master coin," the term used at the time to describe such 
pieces. It has several, but not all the features that one expects to see on what we now call 
"proof coins. The stars are sharp, the eyebrow distinct, the dentils sharp and clearly separated 
from a sharp rim. It is not fully proof like as are other proof coins. I think that it was prepared 
as a Master coin, that's my story and I'm stickin', to it. 
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Next year Greg and Lisa Heim will organize the Happening. I wish them well and ask everyone 
to help out. 




1998 LARGE CENT HAPPENING 

Jan Valentine 


The following is a ranking of the coins at the Large Cent Happening held in Boston during the 
1998 EAC Convention. 


1793 

Sheldon - 14 

#1 

Denis Loring 

1839 

Newcomb - 1 

#1 

Wes Rasmussen 



#2 

Dan Holmes 



#2 

John Wright 



#3 

Walt Husak 



#3 

John Wright 



#4 

Wes Rasmussen 



#4 

Dan Holmes 



#5 

John Wright 



#5 

Dan Holmes 

1798 

Sheldon - 186 

#1 

Tom Reynolds 

1849 

Newcomb - 1 

#1 

Bill Tivol 



#2 

Wes Rasmussen 







#3 

John Wright 







#4 

John Wright 







#5 

Dan Holmes 





1834 

Newcomb - 6 

#1 

John Wright 

1853 

Newcomb - 32 

#1 

Bill Tivol 



#2 

Wes Rasmussen 



#2 

Tom Knopp 



#3 

Dan Holmes 



#3 

Judy Matherne 



#4 

Bill Tivol 



#4 

Judy Matherne 


If you have any suggestions for varieties for next year's Happening, contact Jan Valentine at 
2966 Soscol Avenue, #76, Napa, California 94558, or call (707) 252 - 3383. 

************* 


LADIES' LUNCHEON AT EAC 
Sondra Beymer 


Twelve EAC Ladies had a fun luncheon organized by Sondra Beymer. We were fortunate 
that a local Boston EAC lady, Lynn Schettino, arranged for lunch at the China Pearl Restaurant in 
Chinatown. Many dim sum dishes were enjoyed and a good time was had by everyone! 


Attendees: 

Sondra Beymer 
Patricia Husak 
Ellen LaForme 
Donna Levin 
Sally Lusk 
Kathy Reynolds 
Hue To Robinson 
Judy Rasmussen 
Lynn Schettino 
Sara Wells 
Mabel Ann Wright 


Santa Rosa, California 
Los Angeles, California 
Genoa, Ohio 
New York, New York 
Ypsilanti, Michigan 
Gretna, Nebraska 
McLean, Virginia 
Las Vegas, Nevada 
Saugus, Massachusetts 
Louisville, Kentucky 
St. Joseph, Michigan 


************ 
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EAC EDITOR’S AWARD: BRYAN “RED” HENRY, EAC #3718 

Harry E. Salyards 


The EAC Editor’s Award is intended for the best contribution(S) to Penny-W .ise by 
a relatively new member of EAC. This year’s award goes to Red Henry. 

Red joined EAC In May 1 992. Within three months of joining, he contributed his first 
article: “An 1804 Cent for $3,” which was published in the September 1992 EM- Within 
a year, he submitted a substantial “Proposal Concerning Reverse Rotation Terminology” 
(September 1993 EM), and within two years of joining EAC, had begun accumulating data 
for his 1801 - 1807 cent survivorship survey. 

We thank Red for his enthusiasm, and his ongoing contributions to Pennv-Wise and 
early American copper collecting. 


************* 


A SENTIMENTAL VIEAV OF THE LAUGE COFl’EK CENT. 

(From the Hartford Courant.) 

A well-nigh infallible writer in the Boston Transcript mourns the fact that 
with his vanished youth there went what he terms “the big old copper 
cent.’’ He says that their coinage, if he remembers aright, was discon- 
tinued in the late ’60s. He adds: 

“The discontinuance of those oid copper cents was one of the severest 
blows that childhood ever suffered. They were an ample consolation to a 
youngster for alt the sorrows of life. Held in the palm of a smalt hand, one 
of them filled the imagination and warmed the heart. Three or tour of 
them in the left trousers pocket gave a sense of wealth such as probably 
Rockefeller never felt. Bright and new, one of the big cents weighed out 
more joy to the juvenile soul than a $20 gold piece can bring nowadays. 
They promoted the cent to its highest moral and spiritual value. They vin- 
dicated the rights of the poor, and helped to establish justice, insure do- 
mestic tranquillity and promote the general welfare. Upon their bleaming 
surface Liberty sat enthroned. They were the last bulwark of the thrifty 
principles of Benjamin Franklin, for when the foolish little copper token 
came in their place, not as big as the nail of your forefinger, the current 
contempt tor small possessions and modest wealth took the place of the old 
homely and virtuous standards. Freedom shrieked when the mint ceased to 
turn out the old copper cent. The coin of lowest value in any nation’s mint- 
age should always be one of the largest coins in size.’’ 

Agreeing with him in general we may differ in minor details. The coin- 
age of the “big old copper cent’’ was discontinued in 1857 and its place was 
taken by the fat, blond cents with a flying eagle on ’em. The cent as it 
appeared up to the time when the Lincoln coin was first minted, was we 
think, coined in 1859. 

The mature and active gentlemen of to-day who were small boys when 
Lee surrendered will recall that some of the "big’’ cents held on in circula- 
tion until their day while the flying eagle coins were common, that is, as 
common as any coins were in the career of a boy of that time. In those 
days to acquire a cent was an event which no boy wa^ likely to forget, part- 
ly because the cent, the' 2-cent coin and the 3-cent nickel were all he was 
likely to have. • 

Silver had disappeared, was hoarded, and was only to be looked at upon 
rare occasions like the ornaments in the parlor, so the solitary nickel and 
the two copper coins were really the foundation of every boy’s financial 
system. In some way those boys regret that the coins were not continued; 
they mourn the passing of the big copper, the little nickel and the 2-cent 
piece. 

’ — THE NU.VIISMATIST , SEPTE.MBER, 1921. 
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TO' be read by an EAC officer or member at the April 2-5, 1998 EAC 
Bo'Ston Convention general meeting. 

TO'i Fellow members of EAC 

From: Eric P. Newman on behalf of the American Numismatic Society. 


The American Numismatic Society (ANS) has asked members of EAC 
since 1991 for information and cooperation in recovering certain 
eaxly U.S. large cents stolen by Dr. William Sheldon from ANS. ANS 
appreciates the extensive help it has received from some of you, 
but others have responded partially or not at all. The Superior 
Court of California in Los Angeles after a month-long trial has 
determined that Sheldon was a thief and the editor of P enny rWi sg 
has also recognizedl that Sheldon was a coin thief. The litigation 
in California has been publicized in the numismatic press. The 
Court's decision is presently on appeal. 

ANS has been advised that in most, if not all, jurisdictions, 
title to stolen property cannot be transferred by possessors and 
do*es not change by virtue of time,, innocent purchase or on the 
death of a possessor. It is a very serious matter to knowingly 
retain possession of stolen items. The unrecovered stolen coins 
have been well publicized since 1991 and their descriptions and 
images are available from the ANS's web site on the Internet. The 
California Court's decision and judgment are available on the web 
site as well. None of you can now tenably take the position that 
you are unaware of or doubtful of Sheldon's theft from ANS. The 
theft is now a matter of judicial record. 

ANS has unfortunately been forced to engage in the litigation 
in California and use ite energies and funds to sustain its 
position. ANS does not wish to engage in other litigation if that 
can reasonably be avoided. However, ANS has a duty to preserve and 
protect its holdings into the future for use for museum and 
scholarly purposes for people like you and as its donors entrusted 
it to do. To that end, the ANS will employ all proper means to get 
back its unrecovered stolen Clapp pieces to which it is entitled. 

Some of you have thus far remained quiet, either because you 
were not convincedl that the 129 cents were stolen from ANS or 
because you doubted that ANS could prove it. EAC member Dan 
Friedus is disheartened that EAC has not played a more active role 
ini helping ANS recover its coins. ANS asks you again to return to 
ANS all stolen ANS coins in your possession to which ANS is 
entitled and to furnish to ANS all information you may have 
concerning stolen ANS coins which others may possess. 

Thank you for permitting this information and request to be 
brought before EAC in a public forum. 
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1998 EAC SALE-BOSTON 4 April 1998 
Total Bids ( 121972.00) 


Lot 

Bid 

Lot 

Bid 

Lot 

Bid 

1 

38 

68 

0 

135 

0 

2 

75 

69 

170 

136 

150 

3 

42 

70 

125 

137 

600 

4 

32 

71 

75 

138 

47 

5 

20 

72 

200 

139 

160 

6 

10 

73 

100 

140 

600 

7 

36 

74 

75 

141 

30 

8 

28 

75 

90 

142 

400 

9 

160 

76 

175 

143 

575 

10 

85 

77 

150 

144 

550 

11 

20 

78 

100 

145 

800 

12 

30 

79 

240 

146 

600 

13 

220 

80 

75 

147 

235 

14 

160 

81 

260 

148 

350 

15 

85 

82 

0 

149 

90 

16 

250 

83 

1200 

150 

115 

17 

80 

84 

380 

151 

1450 

18 

90 

85 

950 

152 

0 

19 

60 

86 

0 

153 

425 

20 

80 

87 

1300 

154 

130 

21 

2300 

88 

90 

155 

625 

22 

0 

89 

675 

156 

900 

23 

200 

90 

235 

157 

675 

24 

160 

91 

180 

158 

550 

25 

170 

92 

170 

159 

40 

26 

160 

93 

130 

160 

0 

27 

260 

94 

175 

161 

60 

28 

475 

95 

240 

162 

325 

29 

350 

96 

160 

163 

900 

30 

110 

97 

500 

164 

0 

31 

400 

98 

525 

165 

425 

32 

325 

99 

80 

166 

335 

33 

0 

100 

700 

167 

425 

34 

195 

101 

800 

168 

0 

35 

0 

102 

1500 

169 

900 

36 

290 

103 

450 

170 

44 

37 

0 

104 

0 

171 

75 

38 

150 

105 

110 

172 

450 

39 

190 

106 

750 

173 

505 

40 

85 

107 

220 

174 

400 

41 

140 

108 

0 

175 

95 

42 

40 

109 

0 

176 

120 

43 

95 

110 

40 

177 

160 

44 

900 

111 

425 

178 

85 

45 

80 

112 

180 

179 

150 

46 

0 

113 

0 

180 

170 

47 

130 

114 

280 

181 

400 

48 

0 

115 

2300 

182 

0 

49 

290 

116 

140 

183 

650 

50 

1500 

117 

1000 

184 

300 

51 

560 

118 

100 

185 

280 

52 

475 

119 

80 

186 

240 

53 

130 

120 

170 

187 

100 

54 

260 

121 

3600 

188 

0 

55 

0 

122 

325 

189 

135 

56 

50 

123 

600 

190 

90 

57 

95 

124 

185 

191 

220 

58 

290 

125 

150 

192 

475 

59 

160 

126 

1500 

193 

550 

60 

0 

127 

50 

194 

0 

61 

575 

128 

0 

195 

240 

62 

1700 

129 

0 

196 

0 

63 

4000 

130 

70 

197 

0 

64 

300 

131 

450 

198 

260 

65 

320 

132 

0 

199 

125 

66 

220 

133 

350 

200 

475 

67 

190 

134 

750 

201 

220 


Bid 

Lot 

Bid 

Lot 

Bid 

Lot 

Bid 

260 

269 

180 

336 

220 

403 

120 

350 

270 

300 

337 

130 

404 

650 

120 

271 

150 

338 

120 

405 

45 

260 

272 

220 

339 

80 

406 

30 

240 

273 

425 

340 

110 

407 

25 

325 

274 

150 

341 

100 

408 

26 

230 

275 

0 

342 

100 

409 

28 

30 

276 

170 

343 

140 

410 

600 

42 

277 

325 

344 

125 

411 

22 

110 

278 

95 

345 

55 

412 

0 

1400 

279 

125 

346 

80 

413 

65 

275 

280 

280 

347 

1550 

414 

65 

75 

281 

375 

348 

325 

415 

260 

170 

282 

170 

349 

950 

416 

22 

40 

283 

75 

350 

240 

417 

75 

425 

284 

200 

351 

0 

418 

22 

75 

285 

375 

352 

140 

419 

60 

0 

286 

70 

353 

400 

420 

80 

105 

287 

160 

354 

70 

421 

95 

50 

288 

260 

355 

105 

422 

45 

120 

289 

240 

356 

650 

423 

180 

550 

290 

650 

357 

100 

424 

50 

0 

291 

220 

358 

260 

425 

80 

0 

292 

130 

359 

180 

426 

100 

230 

293 

300 

360 

240 

427 

80 

550 

294 

130 

361 

120 

428 

600 

950 

295 

62 

362 

135 

429 

70 

190 

296 

0 

363 

260 

430 

50 

110 

297 

205 

364 

450 

431 

650 

230 

298 

125 

365 

130 

432 

75 

110 

299 

0 

366 

275 

433 

130 

300 

300 

210 

367 

130 

434 

45 

280 

301 

120 

368 

0 

435 

0 

75 

302 

200 

369 

0 

436 

425 

230 

303 

70 

370 

100 

437 

75 

90 

304 

300 

371 

240 

438 

50 

160 

305 

475 

372 

120 

439 

70 

100 

306 

280 

373 

85 

440 

160 

0 

307 

110 

374 

240 

441 

180 

350 

308 

70 

375 

140 

442 

85 

475 

309 

350 

376 

0 

443 

170 

425 

310 

65 

377 

60 

444 

100 

500 

311 

200 

378 

220 

445 

55 

800 

312 

210 

379 

550 

446 

50 

35 

313 

190 

380 

28 

447 

70 

450 

314 

110 

381 

160 

448 

200 

50 

315 

170 

382 

0 

449 

100 

60 

316 

200 

383 

825 

450 

34 

325 

317 

0 

384 

300 

451 

80 

42 

318 

325 

385 

150 

452 

40 

325 

319 

0 

386 

0 

453 

240 

170 

320 

80 

387 

0 

454 

90 

700 

321 

110 

388 

70 

455 

475 

110 

322 

150 

389 

65 

456 

220 

210 

323 

90 

390 

110 

457 

140 

200 

324 

220 

391 

160 

458 

325 

180 

325 

45 

392 

260 

459 

80 

35 

326 

170 

393 

180 

460 

150 

85 

327 

170 

394 

100 

461 

220 

600 

328 

190 

395 

850 

462 

60 

800 

329 

300 

396 

90 

463 

325 

125 

330 

110 

397 

400 

464 

22 

90 

331 

140 

398 

100 

465 

110 

120 

332 

65 

399 

0 

466 

30 

600 

333 

260 

400 

45 

467 

50 

375 

334 

135 

401 

650 

468 

85 

130 

335 

220 

402 

150 

469 

20 
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Lot 

202 

203 

204 

205 

206 

207 

208 

209 

210 

211 

212 

213 

214 

215 

216 

217 

218 

219 

220 

221 

222 

223 

224 

225 

226 

227 

228 

229 

230 

231 

232 

233 

234 

235 

236 

237 

238 

239 

240 

241 

242 

243 

244 

245 

246 

247 

248 

249 

250 

251 

252 

253 

254 

255 

256 

257 

258 

259 

260 

261 

262 

263 

264 

265 

266 

267 

268 


1998 EAC SALE-BOSTON 4 April 1998 


Lot 

Bid 

470 

40 

471 

70 

472 

120 

473 

75 

474 

130 

475 

150 

476 

50 

477 

100 

478 

190 

479 

40 

480 

150 

481 

475 

482 

260 

483 

220 

484 

170 

485 

280 


Lots listed at $0 were repurchased by the consignor. 




MINUTES OF THE 1998 EAC ANNUAL MEETING 


Boston, Massachusetts — April 5, 1998 


The meeting was called to order by president Wes Rasmussen at 10:05 AM. Due to the lateness of 
the hour, the usual round of introductions were dispensed with. The following members and 
guests were in attendance: 


Jeff Gresser — Las Vegas, NV 
Jon Lusk — Ypsilanti, MI 
R. Tettenhorst — St. Louis, MO 
Don Valenziano — Bellmore, NY 
Pierre Fricke — Rye Brook NY 
Bill Jones — Boston, MA 
Tony Anthony - Beverly, MA 
Ron Manley -- Salisbury, NC 
Judy Matheme — Beaumont, TX 
Phyllis Salyards — Hastings, NE 
Harry Salyards — Hastings, NE 
Jack Beymer — Santa Rosa, CA 
Sondra Beymer — Santa Rosa, CA 
Bertram Cohen — Boston, MA 
Joel Spingam — Georgetown, CT 
Gail Baker Kraljevich 
Donna Levin — New York, NY 
Mike Packard — Fairfax, VA 
Clifford Fellage — Farmington, CT 
Doug Bird — Hermosa Beach, CA 
Walter Reed — Huntington, NY 
Robert Matthews 
John Wright — St. Joseph, MI 
Jack Robinson — McLean, VA 
Linda Hodge — Dallas, TX 
Jim Goudge — Canoga Park, CA 
Michael Arconti — Brookfield, CT 
Ken Schugars — Muskegon, MI 
A1 Boka - Las Vegas, NV 


Grady Frisby — Memphis, TN 
Jim McGuigan - Pittsburgh, PA 
Stephen Fischer — Grenville, WV 
Lanny Reinhardt — Paterson, NJ 
Robert Miller, Sr. -Maywood, NJ 
William Seese - Stevenage, England 
Eric Hildebrant — Watertown, MA 
Lisa Heim - N. Brunswick, NJ 
Rosalind Heim - N. Brunswick, NJ 
Greg Heim - N. Brunswick, NJ 
Tom Reynolds — Omaha, NE 
Kathy Reynolds — Gretna, NE 
Tom Rinaldo — Bolinas, CA 
Jon Warshawsky — San Diego, CA 
John Brady — Yardley, PA 
Charlie Davis — Wenham, MA 
Peter Boisvert — Milford, MA 
George Trostel — Southington, CT 
Wayne Anderson — Maple Grove, MN 
Wes Rasmussen — Las Vegas, NV 
Judy Rasmussen — Las Vegas, NV 
March Wells — Louisville, KY 
Mark Switzer — Maryland 
Hue Robinson — McLean, VA 
Mabel Ann Wright — St. Joseph, MI 
Dan Trollan — Durango, CO 
Bob Grellman — Lake Mary, FL 
Bill Mitchell - Olympia, WA 
Stu Hodge — Dallas, TX 
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Phil Ralls — Glendale, CA 
Mike Redder — Johnson City, TN 
Rod Widok — Inverness, IL 
Jan Valentine — Napa, CA 
Chris McCawley — Edmond, OK 
Steve Hayden — Mauldin, SC 
Steve Tanenbaum — Brooklyn, NY 
Tom Turissini — Wilkes-Barre, PA 
Allan Davisson — Cold Spring, MN 
Stan Stephens ~ Morgantown, WV 


Stu Levine — Boston, MA 
David Menchell — Fresh Meadows, NY 
Chuck Heck — Bohemia, NY 
Steven Ellsworth - Clifton, VA 
Anthony Terranova — New York, NY 
Alan Weinberg — Woodland Hills, CA 
Dennis Wierzba — New Providence, NJ 
Shirley Valenziano — Hicksville, NY 
Denis Coring — New York, NY 


We thanked the people responsible for the convention: 

Co-Chairs : Ron Adam, Pete Boisvert 

Happening Coordinators : Rick Coleman, Jan Valentine, Dennis Wierzba 
Educational Forum : Ron Adam, Pete Boisvert 
Exhibits : Greg and Lisa Heim 
Bourse : Ron Adam, Pete Boisvert 

EAC Sale : Tom Reynolds, Denis Coring, John Wright, Bob Grellman, Steve Fischer, 
Donna Levin, Wes Rasmussen 

Special thanks were offered to everyone who contributed to the Thursday hospitality party. 
Wes reiterated the need for annual support for this affair. A very special expression of thanks was 
given to Bert Cohen for his donation of a tmly extraordinary EAC cake. At the EAC Sale, the cake 
was purchased by Tony Terranova (proceeds to EAC), who promptly donated it to the club. It 
was served during the break in the Sale. 

The EAC Literary Award (Charlie Davis, chair) was given to Tony Carlotto for his new book on 
the copper coins of Vermont. 

The Editor’s Award (Harry Salyards, chair) was given to Red Henry. 

The reports of the membership VP, Treasurer, Controller, Historian and Librarian have appeared 
or will appear in P-W . 


Phil Ralls, chair of the nominating committee, requested nominations for the triennial EAC 
elections to be held later this year. 

Jack Robinson requested input for the next edition of CQR, to be published by September. 
Significant changes are anticipated. 

Mark Borckardt reported on the Breen early date book. The completed text is now in the B & M 
graphics department. He hopes to have completed blue-lines by ANA. 

Denis Loring read an open letter from Eric Newman, on behalf of the ANS, regarding the theft of 
large cents from the ANS. The letter appears elsewhere in this issue of P-W . EAC, as an 
organization, has adopted no formal position on this issue. 

Wes announced the details of future EAC Conventions: 

1999: April 15-18, at the Drawbridge Inn in suburban Cincinnati. Chair: Rod Burress 
2000: Cape Canaveral, Florida. Chairs: March Wells and Tom Morley 
2001: (tentative) Northern Virginia. Chair: Steve Ellsworth 
2002: (tentative) Las Vegas. Chairs: A1 Boka, Jeff Gresser 

The Board of Governors voted several changes to the EAC Sale: 
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1. The cutoff date for consignments will be the Sunday of the F.U.N. show, 

and will be firmly adhered to. 

2. The sale will contain a maximum of 25 lots of Conder tokens, minimum value of 
$100 per coin. 

3. Tom Reynolds will continue to solicit consignments and manage the catalog. Actual 
cataloging duties will be divided among several EAC members, by series. 

4. The text of the catalog will appear on EAC’s web site, www.eacs.org. Photographs 
will be added as time permits. 

The Board voted to donate four EAC memberships to Jon Warshawsky for use as prizes in his 
copper quizzes in Numismatic News . 

Dan Argyro has taken over the ‘Common Cents’ late date survey from J. R. Frankenfield. There 
are two early date surveys in process: one by Red Henry, and one by Mike Schmidt and Paul 
Fisher. These are designed to replace John Fettinger’s ‘The Score.’ 

Chuck Heck announced that his collection of middle dates will be sold in May by Superior 
Galleries / M & G Auctions. 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:45 AM. 


Respectfully submitted. 


Denis W. Coring 
National Secretary 

ROD BURRESS, EAC #109 9743 Leacrest Cincinnati, OH 45215 

FOR SALE: 

#4 Soft jeweler’s brush $8.50 each 

Jeweler’s tissue 4x4 inch sheets box of 1 ,000 sheets $7.50 pkg of 250 sheets $2.50 
Xylol 4 oz. bottle plus 100 wooden stick Q-tips $3.00 
Acetone 4 oz. Bottle plus 100 wooden stick Q-tips $3.00 
Wooden Stick Q-tips $4.50 per 500 $8.50 per 1 ,000 

Blue Ribbon Coin Conditioner UNABLE TO OBTAIN 
Cast Iron Notary Seal Machine converted to make aluminum foil pressings 
small size $32.00 

Notary Machine - unconverted - for the do-it-yourselfer small size $16.00 

Double Row Coin Storage Box For 2X2 holders 14 inches long 

premium quality heavy duty .103 wgt. pasteboard — color red $4.25 ea. 

Heavy Duty 28 lb. 2 X 2 Coin Envelopes colors gray, brown, or white 

pkg of 100 $2.75 box of 500 $12.00 box of 800 $17.00 

Cotton Liners 100 percent soft cotton flannel interest. Fit inside standard 2X2 envelopes. Send 
SASE for sample. $22.00 per hundred 

VIGOR 1 0X Triplet magnifying glass very high quality optics - best glass on market to my 
knowledge for its size and price 

extra wide 13/16 inch lens aplanatic, achromatic $39.00 ea. with cord 
Sulfur Ointment 10% solution 1+ oz. jar $2.50 

Attribution guides for matron head cents 1816 - 1835 $4.00 approx 37 pgs 

Add $3.50 per order ($4.00 for Western States) for shipping. Shipping by UPS - you must give a 
street address, not deliverable to PO Box. 


************* 
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Announcing a New Collection List: The Early-Date Report 

Red Henry 

All of us were saddened to read the January announcement from Bob Meyer and John F ettinger that The Score had 
been discontinued. This early-date collection list had shared information among devoted collectors for many years. 

Let me introduce myself I’m Red Henry, 49 years old, and a member of EAC since 1991. My wife and I run a mail- 
order music business. With computing and printing capability all in-house, we have everything needed to pick up 
where The Score left off, and I have established a new collection list: The Early-Date Report. 

The programming for EDR is finished and the printing format is ready to go. An issue could be published now, 
although I will wait until July 31st in order to gather more collections. In consideration of John’s and Bob’s wishes, 
I am using no information from The Score, except for extracting individuals’ collections by specific written 
permission. As this is written (April 13th), collection lists are coming in nearly every day. We’d very much like to 
have you participate. Join us ! Y our collection is wanted ! Y ou are cordially invited to become a member of this proj ect. 
Here are answers to some questions you may have: 

Just what is the Early-Date Report? 

The Early-Date Report is a ranked listing of early-date large cent collections, published free two times each year 
(January 31st and July 31st). Collections are ranked using a combination of completeness and grade factors. The 
purpose of the project is a sharing of information among those who prize and collect the early-date large cents. 

Who may join this project? 

Any collector with at least 25 early-date large cent varieties (1793-1814) may become a member. 

Who will receive the Report? 

Only those who contribute information will receive copies of the report. Y our confidentiality and privacy are assured. 
Your name will not be released outside the report, and your address will never be released to anyone in any form. 
Information on names, addresses and collections will be stored only on my own computer system at home and on 
safety disks in a bank deposit box. Any member found using EDR information for commercial purposes, or releasing 
it to unauthorized persons, will be immediately deleted from our mailing list. 

Does it cost anything to join EDR? 

No. The Early-Date Report is published as a free service to the copper community. There is no charge to become a 
member, and no subscription fee. If you’d like to participate, we’ll be glad to have you, and there is no cost involved. 

How do I join? 

To become a member of the Early-Date Report, just fill in our collection listing sheet, giving the net grade of the best 
example of each 1 793- 1 8 1 4 die variety in your collection (or send any printed or typed list). I can take your collection 
listing from The Score of January 1997, but I will need your written permission in order to do so. Mail or fax to: 



The Early-Date Report 

Red Henry 
P.O. Box 2498 
Winchester, Va. 22604 

fax (540)877-2422 

redhenry @ visuallink. com 


EDR submissions are acknowledged, along with a printout of your data and current EDR ranking. 
Updates to your collection listing are welcome at any time, and may be made by mail, fax, or e-mail. 

DEADLINE FOR THE FIRST ISSUE IS MONDAY, JULY 20th, 1998! 
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Early-Date Report 
Large Cent Listing 
( 1793 - 1814 ) 


Your Name — 

Address 

City, State, Zip — 

Mail or fax to The Early-Date Report - Red Henry - P.O.Box 2498 - Winchester, Va. 22604 - fax (540) 877-2422 


1793 

SI 

S2 

S3 

S4 

S5 

S6 

S7 

S8 

S9 

S10 

S11a 

Sllb 

Sllc 

S12 

SI 3 

S14 

S15 

S16 

NCI 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

NC6 

1794 

S17a 

SI 8a 

S18b 

S19a 

S19b 

S20 

S21 

S22 

S23 

S24 

S25 

S26 

S27 

S28 

S29 

S30 

S31 

S32 

S33 

S34 

S35 

S36 

S37 

S38 

S39 

S40 

S41 

S42 

S43 

S44 

S45 

S46 

S47 

S48 

S49 

S50 

S51 

S52 

S53 

S54 

S55 

S56 

S57 

S58 

S59 

S60 

S61 

S62 

S63 

S64 

S65 

S66 

S67 

S68 

S69 

S70 

S71 

S72 

NC1 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

NC6 

NC7 

NC8 

NC9 

NC10 

NC11 



1795 

S73 

S74 

S75 

S76a 

S76b 

S77 

S78 

S79 

S80 

NCI 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

1796 

S81 

S82 

S83 

S84 

S85 

S86 

S87 

S88 

S89 

S90 

S91 

S92 

S93 

S94 

S95 

S96 

S97 

S98 

S99 

SI 00 

S101 

SI 02 

SI 03 

SI 04 

S105 

S106 

SI 07 

S108 

SI 09 

S110 

Sill 

S112 

S113 

S114 

S115 

S116 

S117 

S118 

S119 

NC1 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

NC6 

1797 

S120a 

S120b 

S121a 

S121b 

SI 22 

SI 23 

SI 24 

SI 25 

S126 

SI 27 

S128 

SI 29 

SI 30 

S131 

SI 32 

SI 33 

S134 

S135 

S136 

SI 37 

S138 

SI 39 

SI 40 

S141 

SI 42 

SI 43 

NCI 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

NC6 

NC7 

NC8 

1798 

SI 44 

S145 

SI 46 

S147 

S148 

SI 49 

SI 50 

SI 51 

SI 52 

SI 53 

SI 54 

SI 55 

SI 56 

SI 57 

SI 58 

SI 59 

SI 60 

S161 

SI 62 

SI 63 

S164 

S165 

S166 

S167 

SI 68 

S169 

SI 70 

S171 

SI 72 

SI 73 

SI 74 

SI 75 

SI 76 

SI 77 

SI 78 

SI 79 

SI 80 

S181 

SI 82 

SI 83 

S184 

S185 

SI 86 

SI 87 

NCI 

NC2 

1799 

S188 

SI 89 

NCI 

1800 

SI 90 

SI 91 

SI 92 

SI 93 

SI 94 

SI 95 

SI 96 

SI 97 

S198 

SI 99 

S200 

S201 

S202 

S203 

S204 

S205 

S206 

S207 

S208 

S209 

S210 

S211 

S212 

NC 1 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

NC6 

1801 

S213 

S214 

S215 

S216 

S217 

S218 

S219 

S220 

S221 

S222 

S223 

S224 

NC 1 

NC2 

NC3 

NC4 

NC5 

1802 

S225 

S226 

S227 

S228 

S229 

S230 

S231 

S232 

S233 

S234 

S235 

S236 

S237 

S238 

S239 

S240 

S241 

S242 

NC 1 

NC2 

1803 

S243 

S244 

S245 

S246 

S247 

S248 

S249 

S250 

S251 

S252 

S253 

S254 

S255 

S256 

S257 

S258 

S259 

S260 

S261 

S262 

S263 

S264 

S265 

NC1 

1804 

S266 

1805 

S267 

S268 

S269 

1806 

S270 

1807 

S271 

S272 

S273 

S274 

S275 

S276 

1808 

S277 

S278 

S279 

1809 

S280 

1810 

S281 

S282 

S283 

S284 

S285 

1811 

S286 

S287 

1812 

S288 

S289 

S290 

S291 

1813 

S292 

S293 

1814 

S294 

S295 
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THE SCORE CONTINUES 
Michael Schmidt 


In the January issue of PW it was announced that John Fettinger 
and Bob Meyer were discontinuing the publication o-f 'The Score' . 
EAC members o-f Region 8 and those that attended the General 
Meeting at the convention have already been in-formed that 'The 
Score’ will live on. In announcements made in late Feb on region 
8 and to some o-f the major coin collecting groups on the Internet 
where EAC members -frequent, Paul Fisher and I reported that we 
would be continuing the publication. 

Since in-formation sent to John was sent with the understanding o-f 
confidentiality I do not have access to the original database and 
I am rebuilding it from scratch. I need YOUR information! 
Information on early date collections of any size are welcome. 
Even small collections help to build a picture of what is 
available and to help verify relative rarity levels. 

Publication should commence in August with a new issue every six 
months. I need to have your data by the end of July at the 
latest to keep this schedule. Information may be sent to 

Michael Schmidt or Paul Fisher or mschmidt@jaycounty.com 

428 / W Arch 4209 Garver Drive 

Portland IN 47371 Muncie IN 47304 

The Score will be operating under the same guidelines as before, 
you must contribute information in order to receive and names or 
addresses of Score contributors will not be given out to anyone. 
The Score has been a part of the copper community now for 
thirteen years and I need your help to keep it going. 
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EARLY DATE LARGE CENTS REPORT FORM 


SEND TO; 


ADDRESS: 


PHONE# 


MICR^L SCHMIDT 
428 1/2 WEST ARCH 
PORTLAND, IN 47317 


Enter on!v net-numerical grade or oesi specimen presenuy o\ / 

nea lor eacn vdi.itJiy 








1793 

SI 

S2 

NC 1 

S 3 

S4 

NC2 

NC 3 

S 5 

S 6 

S 7 

S.8, 

S 9 

NC4 

NC5 

S 10 

S 11a 

S lit) 

S 11c 

NiS 

S12, , 

ttr' 

S 14 

TT5 

s'1'e 

1794 

S 17a 

"NCT" 

"S'Tsr- 

S 16b , 

S-.19a 

S 19b 

NC7~ 

5'20“ 

S 21 

5 

S 23 . 

S 24 

NC8 

S2S 

S26 

S27 

S28 

S29 

S30 

S31 

NC 11 

S 32 

S 33 

S 34 : 

s'SS"' 

■'Kj'fi'l'" 


S 37 

"5T3“ 

S 39 

S iS 

NC2 

S41- , 

S42 

Nt 10 

S43 

lia 

TicT" 

"S45 

's is ■ 

5i7 

NC9’ 


S 49 

ssfl 

S 51 

S 52 

S 53 

5 54 

S 55 

SS6 

S57 

S 58 

S59 

S 60 

S 61 

S62 

S63 

S 64 

NC6 

S 65 

S 66 

S 67 

S 63 

S 69 

S70 

S 71 

NC 3 

S 72 

1796 

S73 

S 74 

S 75 

"siea" 

s/eij 

' NC i" 

S77 

S78 

S79 

n'c i 

S 80' 

NC 3 

NC4 

1796 

S 61 : 

S 32 

S 33 

S 84 

sas 

see 

S87 

S 83 

S69 

S90 

S91 

S92 

NC 1 

S93 

S94 

S95 

NC2 

S96 

NC3 

S97 

S 98 

S 99 

NC4 

S 100 

S 101 

S 102 

S 103 

S 104 

s 105 

S 106 

S 107 

S 108 

S 109 

S 110 

Sill 

NC5 

S 112 

S 113 

S 114 ; 

S 115 

S116 

S117 

' Kli'a" 

S 118 

S 119 


1797 

NC 1 

S 120a’ 

S 120b 

S 121a 

S 121b 

S 122 

NC 2 

NC 3 

S 123 

S 124 

S 125 

S 126 . 



S 129 

S 130 

S 131 

S 132 

S 133 

NC 7 

S 134 

S 135 

: NC8 

S 136 

S137 

NC4 

S 138 

S 139 

S 140 

S 141 

NC 5 

S 142 


NC3 

1798 

S 144 

S 145 

S 146 

S 147 

S 148 

S 149 

S 150 

S 151 

S 152 

S 153 

S 154 

S 155 

S 156 

NC 1 

S 1 57 

NC 2 

S 158 

S 159 

S 160 

S 161 

S 162 

S 163 

S 164 

S 165 

S 166 

S 167 

S 168 

S 169 

S 170 

S 171 

S 172 

S 173 

S 174 

S 175 



S 178 

S 179 

S 180 

S 131 

S 132 

S 183 

S 134 

S 135 

S 186 

S 187 

1799 

NCI 

S 133 

S 189 

1600 

NC 5 

NC 6 

S ISO 

S 191 

3 *32 

3 lao 

S IS-* 

c -cc 

S 19S 

SC 1 

NC 2 

S '97 

S 196 

S 139 

S 200 

NC 3 

S 201 

S 202 

S 203 

S 204 

S 205 

3 206 

S 207 

S208 

S 209 

S 210 

S 211 

S212 

NC4 

1601 

S213 

S 214 

S 215 

NC 1 

S 216 

S 217 

S 218 

NC 5 

S 219 

NC 2 



NC4 

NC3 

S 222 

S 223 

S224 

1802 

S 225 

S 226 

NC 1 

S 227 

S 223 

S 229 

NC2 

S 230 

S 231 

S 232 

S 233 



S 236 

' S 237, 

S 238 

' S 239 

’ S 240 

S 241 

S 242 

1803 

S 243 

S 244 

S 245 

S 246 

S 247 

S248 

: S249 

: S250 

NC 1 

S 251 


S2S3 

S2S4 

S 255 

S 256 

; S257 

S256 

S 259 

S260 

S 261 

S262 

S 263 

S264 

S265 

1804 

: S266 

1806 

S 267 

S 263 


laoa 

S 270 

1807 

S 271 

S 272 

S 273 

S274 

S 275 

S 278 

: 1606 

S277 

S 278 

S279 

: 1609 

S280 

. 1810 

S 281 

S 282 

S 283 

S284 

S28S 

1811 

S 266 

S 287 

1812 

S 268 

S 269 

S290 

: S 291 

1813 

S 292 

S 293 

1814 

' S294 

S295 
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REPORT ON THE NORTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL EAC MEETING 

Jan Valentine 



(Left to Right: Chris Jones, Randy Snyder, Ed Weeks, Jan Valentine, Frank Stangl, Bob Vail, Bob Travis, John Keyes.) 


The El Nino, Valentine’s Day, surprise birthday party for Bob Vail and Northern 
Califomia Regional EAC meeting was held at Bob Vail’s home February 14th, 1993 , during 
a rainstorm that included heavy rain, hail, thunder, and lightning. But that didn’t stop nine 
people from having a good time. Bob was going to be 70 years young the following day 
and so we had a cake with his EAC number, month and year he joined EAC on it. Best 
wishes were extended to Bob, a long time and well liked member of EAC. 

During the meeting Randy Synder and Ed Weeks bought several large cents from 
John Keyes, who had brought along three double-row boxes of large cents. I hope Bob’s 
step-son Chris (who collects half cents and will be joining EAC soon) didn’t feel out of place 
among all those large cent collectors. 


After about four hours and lunch the meeting broke up and everyone headed home. 
Those in attendance were: 


Bob Travis 
Bob Vail 
Jan Valentine 
Stan Henneman 
Chris Jones 


Ed Weeks 
John Keyes 
Randy Synder 
Frank Stangl 


Photo courtesy of Stan 
Henneman, not pictured. 
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EAC MEETING AT ANA SPRING SHOW, CINCINNATI 

Michael Schmidt 


The turnout for the 9 AM meeting was rather disappointing. 


Members 


Guests 


G. Lee Kuntz 
Michael Schmidt 


Herbert Schmidt 

Victoria Stone (Reporter for Coin World ) 


The major topic of discussion was the resumption of “The Score” the history and 
nature of which was explained for the benefit of the guests present. Lee discussed the sale 
of his first cent collection and the status of his present one. The meeting broke up about 


REPORT FROM THE SACRAMENTO COIN SHOW EAC MEETING 

Jan Valentine 

On Saturday April 25th, 1998 , during the two day Sacramento Coin show, EAC was 
able to get a room free so that we could have a meeting. 

The meeting was called to order at 11:00 AM and followed by introductions. 
Discussions followed on a number of topics and then a grading exercise was put on by Bob 
Vail. Bob had chosen six late date large cents each having a grade assigned to it by either 
Del Bland or Bob Grellman. I think it was fun to see how close we all came to the 
“assigned” grades. 

The next meeting will be October 10th, 1998, at the next Sacramento Coin Show. 

Those who attended this meeting were: 


9:45. 


************* 


Randy Snyder 
Dan Waterman 
Jan Valentine 
Frank Stangl 
Mark Hurst 


Bob Vail 
Bob Travis 
Stan Henneman 
Bob DeCesaris 
Jeff Shevlin 


Ron Shintaku 
Chris Jones 


James Wilson 
Ed Weeks 


Dave Showers 


************* 
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EAC at Central States 


Steve Carr and Pete Smith 

An EAC meeting was held on Saturday, April 25. 1998, during the Central States Numismatic 
Society convention in Milwaukee. Meeting arrangements were made by Steve Carr who also posted the 
meeting notice at the table of several dealers. The meeting was hosted by EAC Historian Pete Smith, the 
only regional or national officer present. 

The meeting began with introductions. For several members, this was the first EAC meeting they 
attended. Dealers who were present gave their table locations and promoted upcoming sales. Those who 
were present: 

Mark Borckardt James Higby 

Ken Bressett Paul Hybert 

Steve Carr Jerry Kochel 

Tom Rinaldo 

EAC members took the first two places in exhibit competition in the classification of U. S. Coins. 
Gerald Kochel took first place for “A Selection of Half Cent Mishaps From the Early Days at the Mint” 
while Steve Carr took second place with “A Date Set of Matron Head Large Cents in Very Fine or Better 
Condition.” 

Pete Smith showed a large copper cent purchased on the bomse. It appeared to be a 1965 U.S. 
cent that is 1.5 inches in diameter or double the diameter of a current small cent. Fine lettering on the 
reverse indicates that it was produced in Sudbury, Canada, a known source of oversized replicas. 

Steve Carr reported that he found an 1848 N-42 on the bourse. It was also reported that Chris 
Young had not cherry-picked anything at the show. Pete Smith commented that several dealers in addition 
to the traditional EAC dealers had groups of copper coins on display for sale. It was suggested that it was 
getting more difficult to make a living selling only encapsulated coins and dealers might be returning to 
serving collectors in other areas like early copper. 

Mark Borckardt was introduced with discussion of a 30-year history of revision of the early date 
cent reference. The current manuscript represents previous work done by a revision committee and 
individual work by Walter Breen and Michael Hodder. Mark reported that the book, to be published by 
Bowers and Merena, is in the graphics department for layout and it is expected that the book would be 
available this year. 

The book will have a new numbering system but it is expected that the current generation of 
collectors will continue to use Sheldon numbers. Historical information will be given for each year. Each 
variety will be illustrated with a large photo. These will not include photos taken by Bill Noyes although 
some of the same pieces may be shown in the photos. About half the book is a listing of condition census 
with pedigrees of CC varieties. 

Mark also gave an overview of the recent EAC national convention. This included a description 
of typical activities that would occur at any national meeting. 

Steve Carr was prepared to give a talk on the Randall Hoard. Given the option of hearing his talk 

or reviewing a draft of the early cent book, members chose to look at the book manuscript. Mark 

mentioned that Dan Holmes and Jack Wadlington had recently joined the elite group of collectors who 

had completed the Sheldon series. Each cha{ker will include a cross reference to catalog numbers from 

previous references. One member reviewing the draft suggested a concordance table in order by Sheldon 

number. It is obvious that publication of the book is eagerly anticipated. 

************* 
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Pete Smith 
Dick Washburn 
Ed Zimmerman 
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OBITUARIES 


EAC notes with sadness the passing of two, well-known former members: Dr. Charles Ruby, 
EAC #61, and Harry W. Bass, Jr., EAC #1906. 

George Kolbe submitted the following on Dr. Ruby: 

Dr. Charles L. Ruby, died on August 23, 1997 at the age of 96. Ruby taught law and history at 
Fullerton College for 37 years, starting in 1929. A memorial service was held on September 
27th in the Auditorium of the Ruby Gerontology Center at California State University, Fullerton, 
California. Dr. Ruby was born in Carthage, Indiana on December 28, 1900 and came to 
California in 1926. He earned eight college and university degrees. His numismatic specialities 
were U.S. large cents and silver dollars and his extensive coin collection was purchased by 
Superior Stamp & Coin Co. for over a million dollars and was sold at auction in a series of three 
sales in 1974 and 1975. 

He was involved in many activities: 

• Governor of the American Numismatic Association 1 950 - 1 951 

• Member of the United States Assay Commission 1968 

• A wide range of hobbies, including coins, stamps, autographs, antiques, guns, Indian 
relics 

• Admitted to the U.S. Supreme Court Bar in 1970. 

• President of California Teachers Association 1960 - 1961 

• Active in civic and political affairs (ran unsuccessfully for the California State Senate in 
1940) 


Ed Deane submitted the following on Mr. Bass: 

Complications from lung disease claimed the life of Harry Wesley Bass, Jr., on April 4, 1998, at 
the age of 71. 

An eclectic collector, Bass fostered a particular interest in numismatics, assembling in the past 
three decades one of the largest and finest collections of U.S. Gold coins in the world. A 
recognized authority on mintage of U.S. federal gold coinage (circa 1759 - 1933), he built a 
comprehensive reference collection of U.S. gold by die varieties and states. 

Harry Bass served as president of the American Numismatic Society in New York City from 1978 
- 1 9M. He was actively involved until the time of his death in the computerization of records and 
holdings for the American Numismatic Society in New York City, having recently developed their 
Web site on the Internet. 

The Harry W. Bass Jr. Research Foundation will keep intact in perpetuity for research and 
scholarship his rare collections of U.S. numismatics, books and other groups of material. 
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NEW CANDIDATES FOR EAC MEMBERSHIP 


The following persons have applied for membership in EAC since the last issue of P-W . 
Provided that no adverse comments on any particular individual are received by the Membership 
Committee before the May issue of P-W. all will be declared elected to full membership at that 
time. Chairman of the Membership Committee is Rod Burress, 9743 Leacrest, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45215. 


NAME 

CITY, STATE 

MEMBER # 

Paul Anthony 

Stormville, NY 

4626 

Craig Rathkamp 

Sylmar, CA 

4627 

John J. Young 

Nashville, TN 

4628 

Vorasan Sobhon 

Philadelphia, PA 

4629 

Richard Spieske 

Grosse Pointe, Ml 

4630 

Mitch Young 

Amherst, NH 

4631 

Elmer Guthrie 

Redmond, WA 

4632 

Stuart Schrier 

Boston, MA 

4633 

Christian Jones 

Folsom, CA 

4634 

Robert Wemple 

Galway, NY 

4635 

William Green 

Charlotte, NC 

4636 

Chris M. Davidson 

Yakima, WA 

4637 

Harry Henderson 

El Cerrito, CA 

4638 

Bill Rutledge 

San Antonio, TX 

4639 

Gregory S. Harvat 

Marysville, PA 

4640 

Jeffrey William Moore 

Sudbury, MA 

4641 

John Gary Anderson 

Milan, IN 

4642 

Michael Tane 

Chapel Hill, NC 

4643 

Richard Weinstein 

Bayonne, NJ 

4644 

Tony Zydiewski 

Indianapolis, IN 

4645 

Robert Schoonover 

Clinton, MD 

4646 

Shawn Yancey 

Springfield, MO 

4647 

Bruce Kutcher 

Nahant, MA 

4648 

James Kyzer 

Birmingham, AL 

4649 

Rosalind Heim 

North Brunswick, NJ 

4650 

Lance Scott 

Whiteville, NC 

4651 

Donna Levin 

New York, NY 

4652 

Larry Edell 

San Diego, CA 

4653 

Correction: 

Thomas Buccellato 

Whitestone, NY 

4616 

Reinstate: 

Dick Rold 

Corona, CA 

1261 
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A NEW MEMBER’S PERSPECTIVE 

Addison W. Saunders 


As a new EAC member, I’d like to point out why I joined and express my feelings about 
EAC after receiving my fourth issue of Penny-Wise . Specifically, these comments are sparked 
by the Penny-Wise editorial in the March issue (#185). 

I have always had a strong interest in early coppers, my first recollection of an "old” coin 
being an 1 865 two-cent piece that my ^ther showed me when I was very young. Following that, 
I became a paperboy when it was not unusual to receive Barber and Liberty Seated coins in 
change, as well as Indian-head pennies from time-to-time. Unfortunately, I did not or could not 
afford to keep those coins. The lure of old coins, however, or perhaps the love of them, has 
recently resurfaced. 

About a year ago I started visiting coin shops and basically started a type collection that 
was mostly silver and leaning somewhat toward "CC” mintmarks. After subscribing to most of 
the usual coin publications, and then finding I had no real focus toward a specific area, I decided 
it was time to decide what I really wanted to concentrate on. Early coppers turned out to satisfy 
what I’ve always liked about the idea of coin collecting, i.e., low mintages, many varieties and 
die states, and the pure fun of finding a very old date I didn’t have. I have settled on Draped 
Bust half-cents as my current "favorites.” I have to say that, in spite of my modest budget, I have 
been able to find nice Draped Bust half-cents at coin shows and local dealers if I look and 
choose carefully and am patient. 

I did follow the advice in Chris Victor-McCawley’s price-list preface, "It is foolish to invest 
money in coins if you have not already invested in the books and other sources necessary to the 
full enjoyment of them." 

Now . . . what is EAC to me? I would like to use this forum to publicly thank Tom 
Reynolds who, not knowing me at all, sent - in trust - Breen’s Half-Cent Encyclopedia and, 
later, Greg Heim’s Quickfinder (for half-cents), again - in trust. Such courtesies certainly make 
me feel welcome in your organization. 

A small dealer told me, some time ago, about EAC being a very private club, leaning 
toward the exclusive and operating closely as a clique. I recall being disheartened when I heard 
the comment but tried to keep the thought brushed aside and sent in my dues to EAC anyway. 
And how happy I am that I did! 

As for Penny-Wise , my how “meaty” these past few issues have been, veritable treasures 
in themselves! Of course the articles dealing with half-cents have been welcome; I’ve enjoyed, 
too, the discussions on cleaning and re-toning; the article(s) on Sheldon’s situation, and the 
subsequent remarks from readers. It seems to me that the jury is still out on that one. Perhaps 
I’m prejudiced a bit toward Dr. Sheldon’s contribution to the hobby because long ago I owned 
a G4 S-1 with all devices easily visible. Alas, some things must be liquidated as we raise 
families and such was the case with my S-1 . 

The remark in your editorial, Mr. Salyards, about who’s selling high-priced coins to whom, 
made my day! As for reinventing EAC, I say you folks are “on track.” An easily available and 
accessible forum (computer and non-computer) is important. Friendships and trust are “musts.” 
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Keep the “bad guys” weeded out. In my heart-of-hearts, I think Penny-Wise is EAC’s Gem 
Proof , hard to find in copper, yet here it is! Thank you, EAC. 


**-*********** 


TOO MANY STARS AND TOO UGLY? 

Larry Knee 


While reading some of the latest literature on one of my favorite subjects - Matron Head 
Cents - 1 became a bit peeved again when I read about the authors' explanations for the fifteen 
star cent of 1817, as well as their comments regarding these “ugly” cents of 1816 - 1835. 

After a week of research regarding the fifteen star issue of 1817, 1 came to a conclusion 
unlike those being expressed by Breen, Julian, and Wright and was ready to write it all up, when 
my brain finally got into gear and I discovered an excellent article on the subject as published 
in the July 15, 1973 issue of Penny-Wise entitled “Too Many Stars?” by Michael W. Griffith. His 
article of 1973 turned out to be as I hoped my article might be. I was in total agreement and so 
there must be at least two of us who have a pretty good idea of why fifteen stars appear on a 
Matron Head of 1817. 

I have very little to add except to say that the proposal in 1 81 7 of changing the official flag 
from 15 strips and 15 stars to a flag of 13 strips and a field of stars, one star representing each 
state, and which was passed by Congress on April 4,1818, must have hit the news within a very 
few short weeks of the start of production of the 1817 cents which had been held up until mid 
May, 1817 due to lack of planchets. John Wright believes that the N-16 could have been the 
second struck variety out of the seventeen known. 

One might ask about the relationship in those days of the U.S. flag and our coins. In the 
History of the First United States Mint by Frank H. Stewart, he states that in 1792, “It is easy to 
imagine that immediately upon the completion of the Mint building that the patriot, Rittenhouse, 
ordered the Stars and Stripes hoisted above it so that the first Mint of the United States must 
have had the unique distinction of being the first of all Government owned buildings, dedicated 
for a public use and purpose, to display the National colors.” 

An of course there is the story about Robert Scot, chief engraver and John Reich the 
assistant, who when appointed April 1, 1807 by authority of Thomas Jefferson, was already 
working on replacing dies by April 2. We have always heard about old Robert Scot (age 67 and 
14 years Mint experience in 1807) but now we know the new John Reich with no Mint experience 
was the same age of 67 as well! 

Michael Griffith in his 1973 article states that Mr. Scot “for some unknown reason . . . 
designed the large cent of 1816. How he achieved this task despite the iconoclast Reich is an 
interesting question.” 

It seems that this question can now be answered. In 1808 a second assistant engraver 
was used by the Mint. His name was Moritz Furst, 26 years old. He spent two decades at the 
Mint, during which time he engraved medals for the heroes of the War of 1812, various Indian 
peace medals and other items. Apparently most if not all of his employment was done on a 
contractual basis, for he was not considered to be a regular employee of the Mint. Furst 
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commented in 1813 about Reich’s failing eyesight . 


So apparently, assistant Mr. Reich retires from the Mint at age 77 in 1817, and in 1823 
Mr. Scot retires at age 83 with 30 years on the job. 

And now about “ugly.” The cent of 1816 has always been a very attractive design to my 
eyes. Comparing it with art work or drawings that I have seen on early America, it just feels that 
the coin fits in with the times and therefore presents a pleasant sight to me: are there any others 
who might agree? 

Dr. Sheldon said that the design “resembled the head of an obese ward boss instead of 
a lady.” Walter Breen started calling this cent “Tammany Cents” after the notorious New York 
City home of generations of obese political ward bosses. He further states the description of a 
“characterless slattern.” 

R. W. Julian says, “Most numismatists agree that the rendering of Liberty (which debuted 
on cents dated 1816) is one of the worst on record.” He himself believes that “the poor quality 
of the design of the 1816 cent leads the writer to believe that Reich, not Scot was the artist.” 
(Failing eyesight being a potential reason). 

John Wright in his The Cent Book 1816 - 1839 calls the coin a “Matron Head” which 
sounds okay to me, but he has called the piece an “unattractive, portly head of Liberty” and gives 
out information from other collectors, “Old Head”, “Fathead”, “Yuk!” 

While doing some family research a few years ago, I found a article written by Nicholas 
Osborn, Youngstown, Ohio on September 10, 1875 “To The Members of The Old Folks 
Reunion”: 

“We now come to the year 1812, when the war broke out, and nearly 
every man was drafted, then came hard times, sure enough; although but 
a boy I went to stay with my sister, Mrs. Jacob Envin and during Jacob 
Erwin’s absence to the war, about nine months, we cleared 2 or 3 acres 
of ground, Mrs. Erwin superintending the whole affair; and perhaps it will 
surprise some of the ladies of to-day when I tell you Mrs. Erwin often 
assisted in chopping and clearing the land. Help was very scarce, and the 
wives of that day acted well their parts in any thing that might promote the 
interest and welfare of their husbands or children, and the prosperity of 
the country should be credited very largely to the help the settlers received 
from their wives, shrinking from no duty however hard, or from work 
however laborious, to promote the general good. Situated as men were 
in those days, many a stout hearted man would have shrunk from the 
prospect before him, had not his good wife stood by him in ail his toils and 
distresses. We again say that the prosperity of the country is largely due 
to these noble wives and mothers.” 

Can you still not see the beauty in the Matron Head cent? 
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TALKING BEGINNERS - NET GRADING 

Steye Carr 

What a topic! When net grading was suggested as an area that perplexed beginners and 
would be a good topic for this column, I thought, 'What a great opportunity!" Writing an article 
on net grading would giye me a chance to reyiew what I knew, solicit and get some new 
knowledge, and then try to put it all together so it made sense. Simple, huh? NO WAY! It is a 
lot more complex than that. The more I looked into net grading, the more perplexed 1 became. 

You see, grading is an art, not a science, which is sometimes hard to remember. Two 
different people can look at a coin and come up with two different grades, sometimes widely 
apart. That simple foot makes it impossible to haye hard and fast rules regarding grading. Also, 
grading equates to yalue in the coin market and yalue means money. In some cases, a 
difference of only one grade can change the yalue of a coin by thousands of dollars. 

Net grading can lead to some unusual results. See if these examples make sense to 
you: 

1) In a Penny Wise article from December 1983 (Volume XII, Number 6, page 297), 
Frank Wilkinson told how he used photos from Penny Whimsy to determine how 
William Sheldon graded coins. He compared photos with known yarieties and grade 
(from Sheldon's condition census). One of his examples was a 1795 NCI - graded 
R5 "by sharpness alone - but because of its color and surfaces, this coin was re- 
grated to VF30 when Dr. Sheldon acquired it.” 

2) Last December I bought a coin from an prominent EACfer. This coin was described 
as VF 30, choice. When I got the coin, I was pleased with its look. When I started 
looking closer, I felt that the coin was between VF20-25 in sharpness. I was 
shocked! An oyergraded coin - and it was called "choice" to boot. I discussed this 
with the prior owner and seyeral local, non-copper dealers. They all assured me that 
the coin was at least a VF30. Some of the dealers were eyen fairly certain that it 
would slab as an XF. Who am I to question this plurality.? 

3) A recent list I receiyed contained the following: '1818 N-10. Randall hoard coin. 
Uncirculated but heayily pitted. Net Good." 

Do you understand how the net grade was determined in these three examples? If so, you can 
probably skip the rest of this article. But if they make you think about them, perhaps you should 
read on. As we progress, hopefully they will be explained. 

So, what is net grading? A couple of definitions might help. 
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EYE APPEAL - How a coin appears when first seen. Does it stand out as a beautiful piece, or 
is your first reaction, 'This coin is ugly!” How the coin appeals to your eye is important when 
buying coins, as it will impact what others think of your collection and it will impact what you get 
back when you sell your coins. 

CONDITION - How a coin compares to others of the same variety and grade. Currently there 
are three commonly accepted conditions for large cents, choice, average, and scudzy. These 
terms were first applied to early American copper by Jack Robinson and the following definitions 
are paraphrased from his Copper Quotes by Robinson (CQR): 

CHOICE - Coin must have original color (not have been cleaned) and smooth surfaces. 
No corrosion, porosity, or edge dents allowed. There should be no significant marks or damage 
to the piece. It must have noticeable "eye appeal." This does not mean the coin must be 
perfect, but it must be "perfect for the grade." Lower condition coins are expected to have more 
marks than grade coins. 

AVERAGE - Color must be reasonable and any porosity, pitting, marks, or mint defects 
must not detract from the "eye appeal." Overall a coin that fits the grade. 

SCUDZY - A coin that has more than average problems that put it at the bottom of the 
scale for its grade. This can be a heavily pitted low grade coin or an AU coin with a very 
noticeable scratch. 

DEFECTS, MINT MADE - Anything that happened during the minting of the coin that keeps it 
from being perfect. Some mint defects include clips, laminations, off center strikes, weak strikes, 
struck through grease or an object, and late die state erosion. 

DEFECTS, MAN MADE OR ENVIRONMENTAL - Anything that happened to the coin after it 
was minted that changes its appearance. Man made defects include wear, surface marks (also 
called circulation marks), edge dents, digs, scratches, and bends. Environmental defects can 
include discoloration, porosity, and pitting. 

SHARPNESS GRADE - The grade of a coin when only wear is considered. There are several 
grading standards available to the collector. These include the ANA Grading Guide, 
Photograde, Brown and Dunn, the new PCGS Grading Guide, an ANA correspondence course, 
and the official EAC Grading Guide, which each member receives with his or her membership 
packet. Sharpness grades do vary from one guide to another . 

DEDUCTIONS - Points subtracted from the coin’s sharpness grade to account for defects. If 
a VF20 coin is net grade F15, it has had a 5 point deduction to its grade. 

NET GRADING - A coin is examined and a condition assigned to it. Then a sharpness grade 
is determined, points deducted for any mint or man-made defects, and a net grade is 
determined. A net grade is the opinion of the grader, each grader. 

There are some very obvious flaws in the concept of net grading. First, the different 
standards for sharpness grading vary. If you doubt this, get several of the grading guides 
mentioned above, pick a type of large cent and a grade, then compare the descriptions given. 
They are different! This grading variation can lead to some frustration when you order a coin 
graded VF20, only to find it is Photograde VF20, and thus an ANA F15 and an EAC F12. Even 
EAC dealers use alternative grading systems - they have to survive in the non-EAC coin market. 

Second, defects affect a person’s perception of a coin in differing ways. Take, for 
example, two EAC’ers who are looking at VF20 sharpness grade coin that is porous. One may 
detest porosity and deduct from the coin severely for this defect, netting it a VG7. The other may 
not mind porosity as much and vinll make only a minor deduction for the problem, netting the coin 
a F12. The same coin, but two different grades. 
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Which brings us to consistency. This is one area where dealing with EAC dealers is a 
distinct advantage, as they tend to be consistent in their grading (of course there are those 
occasional exceptions!). Look at many different coins graded by a person over time and you will 
be able to predict what their coins will look like. Take notes - they can help you establish a 
pattern. 

I keep my notes in a computer file, but note cards or a three ring binder work just as well. 
Here is one of my notes: “Advertized as 'VF20 Average, a few marks.' I received the coin and 
graded it F12 with a few more than average marks (condition AVG-). Also a fair sized rim dent 
at K10 and a little roughness due to verdigris removal though 'D STAT’ on the reverse. I grade 
itaVGIO. He wants F1 5 money for the coin. I returned it.” 

Which brings up another point - do not be afraid to return coins if they do not meet your 
expectations. All reputable dealers would rather have a coin returned than have a disgruntled 
ex-customer. They realize that net grading is an art, and that your grading and theirs may differ. 
Until you understand their grading standards and they understand yours, mistakes can occur. 

Boy, this has turned out to be a longer-than-expected topic. We will have to continue it 
next time, when I will pass along some of the different ways EAC’ers establish net grades. 

Until then, look at as much copper as you can! 

************* 


THE OLD SAYING GOES 
Mario Byrge 

Many EAC’ers have heard the expression, “The old saying goes, it’s usually a nice grade 
or rare date coin that’s plagued with disaster.” Well, this little scenario just happened to me. 

On Saturday, March 29, 1998, my phone rang. A friend of mine who has been collecting 
coins for nearly 40 years was on the line. “Mario, I’ve got something I think you would really like. 
It’s a large cent; it’s an important piece, but it does have a problem. The thing is, if you want this 
piece. I’ll do a trade for $600 in colonial coins for it. No out of pocket money will be needed. “ 
Without any real hesitation, I told him this sounded fair. We agreed to meet the next day. 

Sunday arrived, and I waited wondering what this important little large cent might be. 
Around noon, my door bell rings. I open up my door and there is John and his wife. As John 
and his wife enter, John hands me a 2 x 2 envelope and says “Okay Mario, I think that you will 
like this.” As I opened up the 2 x 2 and slid the coin out into my palm, I looked amazingly and 
said, “What is this?” Then I notice that it’s a 1799 with a great smooth and somewhat hard 
surface, both front and back, then the obverse hits me. The color and surface is very very 
choice with a nice Very Good obverse. The LIBERTY is strong, the bust has nice hair detail and 
the all important date is strong, with all numerals present - especially the final “9" with its “tail” 
slightly curling upward. The reverse, somewhat softer but present in detail had great surface 
as well, however, the fraction is extremely weak, most would grade a conventional Good, 
however, I will grade a very strong AG++. So far, reader, please keep in mind the fact that this 
is a great looking rare date, 1799, for a trade value of only $600 in colonial coins. Now, the story 
continues . . . 
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Held in the palm of my hand is this rare and eye-appealing beauty, and one problem 
faces me; that is, that 15% of the planchet was clipped from K-7 to K-10 obverse view! 
However, no detail on the most important part was missing, and after close examination this is 
definitely a genuine 1799 large cent. Not one scratch or ding is on this specimen and the color 
is a nice natural color, never cleaned or touched up. After looking at the clipped area, I decided 
that it was done sometime very shortly after its production so it was done intentionally and was 
not a mint error. Also I concluded that it was done for some type of necessity and not in 
ignorance to purposely deface this rare date. I suspect that a small piece of copper was needed, 
and this great specimen was immediately at hand ... or 'in pocket.' Too bad, huh?! 

We all know that even early as the 1860's, the 1799 large cent was a rarity among 
collectors. Judging by the color of the surfaces of the coin and the 'wall' of the cut, whose match 
was perfect, I believe that the clip occurred shortly after the coin’s release into circulation. 

This particular coin can be traced back to 1907. Inside the 2 x 2 envelope was a small 
cut square that stated that this coin was once the property of American Coin & Stamp Company 
of Detroit, Michigan, 1907 and had sold for $4.00 back then. I and several Michigan dealers can 
verify this because of a priced catalog I have in my library from this company. The owner at that 
time was Mr. Ernest Hack, who sold many top grade pieces of paper money to famous collectors 
such as Grinnell and Limpert. 

So with its history, rarity as a date, and the clarity of its surfaces, I went ahead with the 
proposed trade. If not for the missing piece, this coin would easily bring $3700 or a little more. 
Overall, it’s a great coin with a problem, but it has a history; it has been in Michigan for at least 
91 years, formerly in a city where famous collectors were bom and Howard Newcomb once 
lived. I’m proud to be the new owner of this. 

*****<******** 


MAKING SENSE 

John D. Wright 

It was the year that Cuban cigar-makers made the first cotton-paper-wrapped “little 
cigars” or “cigarettes.” It was the year that earthquakes in Cuzco and Quito killed 41 ,000 people. 
It was the year that the first commercial orange marmalade was made (Dundee, Scotland, by 
James Keiller). It was the year of the first British copper pennies. It was the first year that 
showed 13 stars on U.S. coins of silver and gold. And it was the year that any type of edge 
devices were finally abandoned on U.S. copper coins. Have you guessed the year yet? If not, 
perhaps a few more clues might help. 

Napoleon won his first decisive victory this year. The “XYZ Affair” brought the U.S. close 
to declaring war on France. The third edition of Encyclopedia Britannica came out this year. 
The year was 1797. 

The confusion on the number of stars on U.S. silver and gold coins arises from the 
admittance on 1 June 1796 of Tennessee as the 16th state. All silver and gold U.S. coins of 
1794 - 1795 have 15 stars; one for each state. Dies made in early 1796 had 15 stars, while 
those from late 1796 had 16 stars. The lone exception is the first 1796 quarter eagle which is 
starless. By 1797 there were begun - in - 1796 dies of both types that were then completed 
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(dated) and used. The cause for the final variant of 1797 (and all years beyond) was best 
summarized by Walter Breen’s statement: “The permanent shift to 13 stars followed Mint 

Director Elias Boudinot's realizing that the Mint could not go on indefinitely adding new stars as 
new states entered the Union.” 

But my personal fascination with early U.S. coinage runs to copper coins. Those are the 
pieces of which I can actually afford to OWN more than one or two. With the weight reduction 
of copper coins in late 1795, one would think that edge-devices ended there. And for the most 
part, they did. But not completely. Cents and half cents of 1795 come with both plain and 
lettered edge. A very few 1795 cents even have a reeded edge. All cents and half cents of 
1796 have a plain edge. But half cents of 1797 come with lettered, plain, and “gripped” edges. 
And cents of 1797 come with plain and gripped edges, too. All U.S. copper coins after 1797 
come only with plain edge. 

The gripped-edge coppers of 1797 stand alone in U.S. numismatics. Nothing else is like 
them. The gripped-edge half cents are rare, with fewer than two dozen known. The gripped- 
edge cents come only on two varieties. And those two varieties share a common holdover 
reverse die from 1796, with single leaves at the top of both branches of the wreath. MOST 
CURIOUS!! If you want a U.S. gripped-edge copper, this is the one you can afford. 

Edge lettering on U.S. coins before 1900 was applied in the “rolling” process before the 
blanks were struck. The two strip-dies between which the blanks were rolled had raised lettering 
which cut into the coin-blank. But the “gripped edge” strip-dies were different. One had a series 
of “teeth” or “spikes” that cut “dimples” into the edge of the copper blank, while the other had a 
seemingly matching set of holes that raised “pimples” on the edge. Since each strip-die 
impressed a half-turn of the rim, the end result might be better described as a “dimple and 
pimple edge”. FASCINATING! Why did they do it? I don’t know - but they obviously gave it 
up rather quickly. 

Since I collect die varieties of U.S. large cents, the gripped edge 1797's make up only 
a small part of my fascination with this year. There are also the “stemless wreath" varieties (five 
of them), the rarities (14 to 16 of them, with two being unique), the exotic die states (rampant on 
cents before 1805), and the mis-strikes (more often seen on cents of 1795 - 1797 than on other 
mis-strikes (more often seen on cents of 1795 - 1797 than on other nearby years). Overall, the 
cents of 1797 are seen a bit less frequently than those of 1798 but are priced comparably. It is 
another of my many favorite years. But please don’t ask what is my MOST favorite year; that’s 
like asking “Which is your favorite child?” 

We could explore in more detail the 32 die-combinations of 1797 cents (plus two edge- 
variations) or the three die - combinations of 1797 half cents (plus two edge-variations), but 
space does not permit that here. For further reading I recommend Breen’s Encyclopedia of U.S. 
C o i n s, Sheldon’s Penny Whimsy . Cohen’s American Half Cents , and/or Breen’s Encyclopedia 
of U. S. Half Cents . 

John D. Wright is the author of “The CENT Book”, which covers 
U.S. cents of 1816 - 1839 . He has collected U.S. large cents for 
over forty years. 


************* 
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FAMILY TRADITIONS - IN COPPER 

Larry Knee 


In 1965, 1 purchased the best numismatic book I had ever read. This book was authored 
by William H. Sheldon (Horatio and Hazard Sheldon assisted with spirit) and was titled P ^n .ny. 
Whimsy . The preface of this book reads in part: 

“Generations of Americans have maintained a curious affection for the 
‘old pennies’ of the early years of the country. This affection for the early 
coppers has not as a rule been particularly associated with any general 
interest in numismatics, or with hobbies, or with the disease of collecting 
things. 

It seems to be, rather, that the old pennies are intimately associated with 
family traditions and with the memories of grandparents and the like. 

Throughout the nineteenth century an American home without a box or 
bag of the old coppers, secreted somewhere about the house, was 
something of a rarity.” 

Memories of my grandfather bring forth the fact that I had received a couple of well worn, 
so-called coppers called “Indian Heads” upon his death. But the thing that intrigued me most 
about him was the fact that they said his ancestors had come west over the many years from 
Pennsylvania. Nobody knew anything else except that he was “Pennsylvania Dutch.” 

After twenty years of messing with large cents and rereading my Penny Whimsy from 
time to time, I decided in 1984 to pursue “family traditions and memories.” 

In 1985, after doing something called genealogical research, I walked into an historical 
society building, said something to the person at the desk, she walked over to a bookshelf, and 
in less than two minutes I was given the names of my great grandparents! This left me stunned! 
I could have known much about my family many years earlier. 

Whereas my grandfather was 5% tin and zinc (bom 1866), his father was 100% copper 
(bom 1831 ). And look-it says great grandmother was bom in 1842. Did they have a bag of old 
pennies secreted somewhere, or was there just a small box full? 

More research soon reveals that the date of 1799 is important. If you have collected 
coins for any length of time you know that Joseph Mickley, one of our earliest collectors, had to 
put out considerable effort to find his birth coin in 1799 copper. Another well known fact is that 
George Washington died in 1799, but now I know that that’s also the year my great great 
grandpappy of western Pennsylvania was born. 

And great great grandpappy had a brother Phillip born in 1793! This bit of information 
is known about Phillip: 

“In 1875, Phillip was admitted to National Soldiers Home at Dayton, 

Ohio, but he remained only a short time - the inmates were men of 
another generation, with whose rudeness he had nothing in common.” 

Soon information on this family seems to disappear and so I researched other lines. I’m 
back in time to Pennsylvania again but this time to Philadelphia. A lot of new material is now 

- 222 - 


available and I’m into a family name Rush. It seems that a Ben Rush was quite interested in his 
family tree and did much research. Ben among other things was Treasurer of the U.S. Mint from 
1797 to 1813. Now he’s not exactly kin, but we do know that his second great grandfather was 
my seventh great grandfather. 

Even though nowhere complete, I feel good about the research and my family history 
back to those early copper happenings. 

1 . Grandfather in his later years used to fiddle around for hours in front of his little 
machine. It has been said that it took only the weight of a drop of water to make it 
go. However as we now know, a “perpetual motion machine” was a waste of his 
time. 

2. Ben Rush, my encyclopedia says, had ideas which were highly controversial. His 
faith in the curing power of bloodletting and in purging with calomel was extreme even 
for his day. 

Happy coppers, everyone. 


************* 


IF THIS IS APRIL 2ND IT MUST BE BOSTON 
Dale Anderson 


I was awakened by a loud noise, someone snoring. What time is it anyway? 3:00 a.m. 
What date is it? April 2nd. Oh God, I’ve roomed with either Mike Packard or Bill Weber again. 
When will I ever learn? Wait a minute. I distinctly remember driving to this hotel. This can’t 
possibly be the EAC convention. I wouldn’t drive across country. I’d fly, right? Well, I must be 
dreaming then. But no, there is a guy in the next bed snoring very loudly. 

I look across the room and see the Shure bag on the dresser. Microphones? Oh, now 
I remember. I’ve driven five girls to Fullerton to join the other 20 from their high school at the 
Fullerton College Jazz Festival. I was dreaming. I’m not at EAC, Toto. 

My daughter Risa, a senior, is singing with the stage Choir, looking at colleges, and doing 
far greater things than I did as a senior. She is an amazing “kid.” Straight A’s through four 
years, an exchange student to Spain last year, and sings like a bird. Risa wants to study 
international business and with the scores she received on the SAT II in Spanish, should have 
no problem with the language barrier, it is unfortunate that just as our children start to become 
more “friend than child” we send them away to college. I got a taste of having her gone last year 
and I missed her. 

Later that morning they sing and receive a standing ovation as well as finishing second 
place overall. 

OK, enough bragging. I’ll admit that for the past year, she and my two younger children 
have taken my focus away from the world of copper. The eight year old has discovered roller 
hockey and drag racing. None of this playing chess for him! The six year old is convinced she 
is much older and invincible as well. She is determined to do anything and everything her older 
brother does. She is a lot like her mother. 
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It was a bit of a shock to wake in the middle of the night and realize that for the first time 
in five years I was not at EAC. I did miss it. I have not been completely idle, however. Jan 
Valentine and I have been coordinating meetings and guest speakers both at the tri-annual Long 
Beach Expo’s as well as the Northern California meetings. Recent guest speakers’ topics have 
included half cents, large cent literature, and conder tokens. For any members in the Western 
Region, please feel free to give Jan or me a call. By popular request, the meeting time at Long 
Beach has been changed to 7:00 (as soon as the bourse closes). 

A big thanks to all our speakers and to those who have helped arrange the details. We 
appreciate it. (And if we have not contacted you as yet, be prepared!) 

Dale Anderson (805) 781 - 3092 

Jan Valentine (707) 252 - 3383 


************* 


BUCK’S ROOM 

Clay Everhart 

The Boston EAC show this year was fantastic. Being an east coast guy, Boston was only 
the second EAC show I have been able to attend since joining a few years ago; the 1996 Philly 
show being the other. I purchased some new upgrades: one very slight - an SI 56, and one 
fairly substantial upgrade — an SI 47. I was pleased to notice that Dave Palmer was selling 
coins from his collection. Other than when Joel Spingam sold his, I usually haven’t had a 
chance at coins from any of the really awesome collections like Dave’s until they filter down 
through the ranks. If a high grade early date large cent isn’t payable over time, I usually can’t 
obtain it. But it was great to meet with several of the early copper people at the show. I got a 
chance to briefly talk with Jack Robinson, Denis Loring, Del Bland and even our esteemed 
editor, Harry Salyards. Boston was a great choice for the show, and we took time to visit many 
historical sites. The hotel, the Radisson on 210 Stuart Street, was perfect. It seems Boston has 
the oldest of everything in the United States. The oldest church, the oldest state-house, the 
oldest bars, and the oldest prostitutes, (I’m just seeing if you’re paying attention). 

On Thursday morning I ran into Red Henry in the lobby of the hotel and we ended up 
having breakfast together along with my parents, who both know Boston well. After we dined, 
there were a few minutes left before the bourse area was open to the public, so I went back to 
the lobby to buy a newspaper. After several cups of coffee over breakfast, I had to use the 
men’s room and I didn’t want to take the time to go back to my room, so I asked the woman at 
the newsstand if there was a men’s room on the first floor. She gave me a very peculiar look, 
then told me the bathrooms were being cleaned right now. Just then I noticed a bell-hop who 
I had become friends with (it’s amazing the friendship a good tip can procure). He was walking 
across the lobby, so I went over and asked him, “Isn’t there a men’s room around here I can 
use?" He, too, gave me a curious look. He looked uncomfortable. Finally, he looked over his 
shoulder nervously then said, “O.K., here’s my key, you can use the employee men’s room down 
this hall on the right. But come right back." 

“Come right back?” What the hell did that mean, I wondered? I’m pretty good at sensing 
when someone is trying to hide something. I knew that both the lady and the bell-hop were 
unduly nervous aboiA something and I wanted to know why. I began walking when I saw, down 
the hall, past the employee bathrooms, there was another door with a large red sign which read 
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simply: “Do Not Enter!” 

Of course, curiosity overcame me — I had to look in that door. So, after finishing up 
in the bathroom, I went over to the forbidden door. First, I looked both ways down the 
hallway and made sure nobody was there. I reached down and put my hand on the door. 
“Ouch!” I yelled. The doorknob was burning hot, I mean really scorching, so sizzling it 
burned my hand. I pulled my hand back in horror - it hurt! I raced back to the bathroom 
and ran it under hot water (an old trick, always use JiqJ water - as hot as you can stand ~ 
to take the sting out of a bum). When I got back to the lobby the bell-hop was laughing 
with one of his buddies. I wondered if they had heard me scream, but I was too 
embarrassed to let on what happened. I didn’t want to be asked why I entered a door 
clearly marked “Do Not Enter.” So I handed him the key with my left hand. When I walked 
away I could once again hear them laughing. I heard one say something like, “He must 
have tried to go into Buck’s room. Ha ha!” I didn’t know what to make of this. It just didn’t 
make sense. Even if there was a huge burning furnace in that room, there is no reason in 
the world the doorknob would have been that hot. But I was not in any position to question 
these guys about it. Besides, it was now ten o’clock and the show was starting - I made 
a mental note to look into it after the show, but I kind of forgot about the whole thing, as my 
hand healed quickly. 

Upon my return to my home in Virginia, I became quite interested in learning more 
about Boston, as the trip had really aroused my interest in the city. One night I got on the 
Internet and began searching for anything to do with Boston’s history. I read about the city 
being the “Birthplace of Democracy,” and Paul Revere, and the Coconut Grove Night Club 
fire. The what? I glanced briefly from top to bottom of the fire story. Suddenly the name 
“Buck Jones” caught my eye. The name “Buck” sounded familiar, so I read the entire story. 
It said Buck Jones was a struggling actor back in the 1930s and 40s. His career was 
waning until he appeared in a series of westerns as the lead of three “Rough Riders.” It 
was quite a successful series, and was well promoted, complete with official membership 
cards for the youngsters. In 1941 Buck starred in a pretty good western called “Forbidden 
Trails.” This movie proved to be Buck’s last. About the movie, the article said “a couple 
heavies attempt to trap Buck Jones in a house and bum him to death. Buck, of course, 
escapes. But a year later, on November 28, 1942, Jones faced a fire in real life when he 
was one of the more than 400 people trapped in the Coconut Grove Night Club fire in 
Boston. He received severe bums and died ... “^ My pulse raced as I began to remember 
where I had heard that name “Buck.” I quickly did another Internet search using “Coconut 
Grove fire.” I soon found a map of the sight of the fire and the address of the Coconut 
Grove Night Club. It showed that the Coconut Grove Night Club was located at 210 Stuart 
Street - the same address as the Radisson Hotel where the EAC group had met in Boston 
a fortnight ago. Amazingly, the map of the charred building had a large black X over a 
room off the lobby on the first floor. A caption beneath the X read: “Room where Buck 
Jones died.” 


’ http://www.simitar.com/video/2775.htm (Forbidden Trails - #2775) 


************* 
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Collecting Large Cents by Library of Coins Album Varieties part two: 1795 and 1796 Liberty Cap 


H. Craig Hamling 

This is the second of an as yet undetermined number of articles that I am writing on the 
subject contained in the title. 

The Cents of 1795 

There are two holes in the Library of Coins album for 1795 cents, one each for Lettered 
Edge and Plain Edge. There is no hole for the Reeded Edge. I have actually seen 2 Reeded 
Edge 1795 Large cents, both S-79 of course. The first one I saw was at the G. Lee Kuntz sale 
held by Superior in 1991. I was not impressed by it, as it is a scudzy coin. I was impressed by 
the $100,000+ price. I saw another one in Tony Terranova’s case at an ANA convention in 
Baltimore, in 1994, I think. That one was a bit nicer and was almost twice the price. 1 did not ask 
to examine it. I had the good fortune of being able to see the first one again at Robbie Brown’s 
second sale in 1996. This time I became fascinated by it. The edge was spellbinding. The coin 
was no longer scudzy but had taken on a new mystique, which I can’t quite explain. I am glad the 
publishers of my album did not include the Reeded Edge cent; If they had I could not have a 
complete set. 



1795 Lettered Edge 

I have only owned one lettered edge 1795 cent and got it from Paul Langseth at EAC94. I 
also got an example of the Dr. G. G. Wilkins counterstamp on a $5.00 Large cent in the same 
transaction but that story will have to wait. My coin is a very nice good. The obverse is choice 
smooth light brown while the reverse has only some very minor roughness. Nice G-VG coins are 
in the $300-$500 range. Nicer ones escalate in price rapidly. This coin is an upgrade target but I 
expect to have to look a long time for the right one to come my way. You have five lettered edge 
varieties to pick from. My S-75 is an example of the most common of the five that includes the 
NC-1 lettered edge Jefferson Head. That unique piece would do nicely as my upgrade. 
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RSB2-110-1795 PLAIN EDGE 

The 1795 Plain Edge cents are represented by at least five varieties including the S-77 
that is illustrated. This light brown beauty is about as close to choice as you can get in a 
circulated Liberty Cap cent. I have a number of 1795 plain edge cents including an S-76b that I 
got from Middletown NY Dealer Hal Gendleman. Hal is dead. Murdered with his own gun, in his 
own shop about 15 years ago by a guy he thought was going to rob him. Tom: Never display a 
gun in your shop. Nice VF+ 1795 cents like this are $2,000 - $3,000 dollars. Nice G-VG pieces 
are $100-$200. I am not in the market for an upgrade for this hole. Significantly nicer, say 
uncirculated, are available but would run $6,000 -$10,000. 



JHR-157- 1796 Liberty Cap 

The 1796 Liberty cap cent in my set was lot 157 of the Jack Robinson Sale held by 
Superior in 1989. Tom Reynolds bought it for me at the auction. It is a testament to the relative 
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extents of our collections that this was the 157^'^ coin in Jack’s set and is the eighth in mine. This 
medium olive colored cent has only the smallest of distractions and grades F-15. Nicer ones are 
$2000 and up. Uncirculated pieces are rarely available and are well into five figures. Like the 
1795 Plain Edge, G-VG pieces are $100-$200. I think I will keep the one 1 have for a while but 
would consider a trade-up if the right coin came along. 

Disconnected (except by copper) Thoughts 

I apologize for not having this article into the editor in time for publication in the convention 
issue of JBW- Actually, I plan to hand this to Dr. Salyards in Boston. The previous words and 
images in this article were in the can over a month ago but I had included a note on an S-155 with 
retooled hair, which was recently procured. I didn’t have a good image of it so I was not happy 
with the result and kept it in the can. I had included that note to try to fill up this page. I hacked it 
out today 3-19-98, two weeks before the convention. 

I will have a table at the show for the first time. I will be showing my set on some new oak 
boards brother Phil, daughter Christy and I built last weekend. Put the set together and took 
pictures of both sides last night. I will have them and some videos of my set at the show and will 
be looking to sell them along with digital images I hope to make at the show. Somebody might 
want a picture of his or her coin made. I will probably bring the printer to be able to hand out 
some hard copy. 

I’ll let you know how it works out. 

The main hope is to upgrade the set. I will have the set on display with a sign saying “up- 
grades welcome, lets talk”. Maybe somebody will offer me something. Of course, I will scour the 
floor on my own looking for upgrades. I will consider trades for my set coin if the trade is for the 
same die variety (Sheldon or Newcomb numbers). Otherwise I will keep my set coin. 

Digital Images come in all shapes and sizes. Teletrade puts some super images on their 
web page: www.teletrade.com . They use a high resolution ($$$$$$) digital camera and get great 
detail. The digital camera I am using for this article can make images that are about 200 dots per 
inch. When these dots are blown up to the size shown in this article they are about 100 dots per 
inch and look good on this type of printed black on white page. I was worried about how my 
images would print in RW . Over the past few years few nice coin pictures have been published. I 
was pleased to see WYSIWIG in RW . Huh? What you see is what you get. The PW published 
article looked the same as the copy I sent to Dr. Salyards. 

A couple of days ago I tried scanning coins again. Wow! I lucked into good settings and 
got some very good images at 600 DPI. More on this later. I will close some scanned cuds on 
the rest of this page and do my best to continue the series. Can you identify the varieties? 
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A Lament and a Solution 
Richard H. Saxl 

There is an old saying that every time one door closes, another door opens up. 

Apropos of our collective disgust and, frankly, embarrassment, which began to be expressed 
openly in the January, 1998 issue of P-W. 1 quote from Dr. Sheldon’s chapter entitled 
“Introducing the Big Cents” in Peimy Whimsy : “For generations American schoolboys bought, 
sold, swapped, or swiped old coppers. Some of these boys, especially in old age, have returned to 
the early enchantment, there to forget or condone the singular incompatibility between human 
dreams and fulfillments (5/c).” [p.5 in Durst Edition.] No elaboration is needed. 

This seems a good time to adopt a simple and sensible system for describing die varieties for the 
early dates. There’s a little history prior to our universal acceptance of the “S” designations. Let 
me digress. 

Harold Cuddy is an old time dealer and a possessor of some of the finest old copper this neophyte 
has ever seen. I’ve spent hours drooling over his offerings at coin shows as he patiently hands 
me one gem after another. I remember feeling a sort of quiet pride one day when he gestured 
toward me and said to another collector: “that’s a copper man.” He knew it before I did. When 
Harold sold me my 1799, the flip noted some things I could understand — “1799 Good S-189.” 

It also noted “D-138” and “C 2.” Harold explained that Doughty and Clapp had other systems in 
place before Sheldon. 

So it is in the spirit of moving forward that I suggest adopting a system similar to the one 
employed by John Wright in his book on middle date large cents. In such a system S-1, S-2, . . . S- 
294, S-295 become 93-1, 93-2,. . . 14-1, 14-2. Each of the 341 known die varieties of early date 
large cents is sequenced first by year, then by Sheldon’s (or Noyes’) obverse die number (lowest 
remaining) and then by reverse die letter (highest remaining in alphabetical order). Gone is the 
sprinkling of NC’s in the middle of each year (per Sheldon) and the lumping of NC’s at the end of 
each year (Noyes.) Henceforth newly discovered varieties could be inserted at the end of each 
yearly sequence. For example, a newly discovered 1814 easily becomes “14-3”, similar to a “22- 
13” which is described by John Wright but was unknown to Newcomb. 

1 acknowledge that we have to shift gears mentally, but in the long run, if someone has the 
courage to publish this sequencing system in a good book, we will have a simpler and a more 
logical way to describe die varieties of early date large cents. To the grumpy old men out there, 
fixed in their ways, yes, there will always be some romance associated with an “S-48”, just as 
there must have been for the “Hays 8”, alias “Chapman 30.” In time that same magic might be 
associated with a “94-36.” It’s the coin, not the number, folks. So let’s give Sheldon his due, but 
let’s move on — together. Perhaps this will be the new door which opens up. 
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A QUESTION OF GRADE 


Ron Manley 

I haven’t written about grading coppers before. However, it seems that many members of 
EAC find the topic of grading half cents and large cents fascinating, fiiistrating, etc. Here is a 
little story involving the grading of an early half cent that I hope readers find amusing. 

A 1793 C-1 half cent was plated as lot 585 in the February, 1998 Wes Rasmussen 
collection sale by Superior Stamp & Coin. The coin was described with choice surfaces, but with 
laminations both obverse and reverse. It had been graded by PCGS as EF40, but was net EAC 
graded VF30 because of the laminations. 

While perusing my copy of Bowers and Merena’s July, 1997 Rarities Sale auction, I 
thought I recognized the same 1793 C-1 half cent plated as lot 4. After comparing plates, it was 
clear — here was the same coin as lot 585 in the more recent Superior sale. However, lot 4 had 
been graded VF25 by PCGS! Apparently, after this 1997 sale, the coin had been cracked out of 
its slab and resubmitted to PCGS. 

Which is it: PCGS VF25 or PCGS EF40? When talking dollars, fifteen points can be a 
big deal for a coin like this. Numismatic News’ March, 1998 Coin Market Monthly Price Guide 
lists VF20 half cents at $5,000 and XF40 half cents at $11,000. The amazing thing to me is that 
in both sales this coin realized the same amount of $5,500! Bidders must have remembered “buy 
the coin, not the holder”. 




LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Evan Kopald writes, 

Several months ago I attended the Superior Stamp and Coin auction of the Carmen and 
Vail collections of large cents. I went to view the lots and engaged one of Superior's staff, a very 
affable fellow in conversation. We talked about different things, and he answered questions 
about how some things are done at Superior. One thing I learned from him was that if 
successful bidders do not pick up the "paper work" that accompanies the coins it was thrown in 
the trash after six months. By paper work I mean the various owners’ coin envelopes, little coin 
boxes, and former auction cards. 

Recently I attended the Wes Rasmussen sale also conducted by Superior. When I 
viewed lots I noticed that the plastic holders for the coins contained an extra empty holder. I 
discovered that this was for the paper work that came with the coin. The reason Superior didn't 
include the paper work at the time of viewing was because they were afraid that viewers would 
purloin it. 

It disturbed me that there was a possibility that these documents of pedigree might be 
discarded as trash. I spoke to a staff member at Superior and asked if I could have the paper 
work before they threw it out. The curt response was no, one may only have the paper work that 
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comes with the lots one won in the auction. I asked why, weren't they just going to throw them 
in the trash? Their reason is that there is confidential information on these little documents and 
they want to protect the consignees, and yes, they would throw them away. Needless to say this 
makes no sense, since this would suggest that it's permissible to have confidential information 
about a coin's history if you are a winning bidder and may not have confidential infomnation if you 
aren't. What could there possibly be that is confidential on a coin envelope? 

I'm writing with the hope that you will publish my letter to see if there may be other 
members of EAC share my concerns in regards to coin's pedigrees. 


Tom Sheehan writes. 

As previously reported in Penny-Wise . Bob Everett passed away in August of 1997. He 
was a respected coin dealer and the owner of Classical American Coins. He had gained a loyal 
customer following by dealing in select high quality coins, mostly of the early American series. 
Bob was an avid promoter of organizations such as the Seattle Coin Club, Early American 
Coppers and the American Numismatic Association. His business practices were above 
reproach and always with the collector in mind. This attitude of helping the collector became 
apparent in his will. Bob left the bulk of his business inventory and personal collection to several 
charities and ten friends. Each received a part of the collection that would mean the most to 
them. German talers to one, English coins to another, stamps to one and so on. He directed 
in his will that his library be sold and the proceeds given over to the Seattle Coin Club. His 
thoughtfulness is being returned by one individual. 

An anonymous gift of $1,000 has been given to the Pacific Northwest Numismatic 
Association to establish an annual award in Bob Everett's name. The purpose of the award is 
to recognize an individual who has contributed or impacted the numismatic hobby in the Pacific 
Northwest. The PNNA will be the custodian of the funds and has appointed a committee to 
layout the criteria and to select the recipient each year. The principal is to be invested and the 
major part of the income will be used each year for the award. While not yet officially decided 
the recipient may receive tuition towards the ANA summer seminar or funds to purchase coins 
at the PNNA convention. The idea is to do more than simply offering a trophy or plaque. 

The PNNA has voted to match all additional contributions to this fund up to $1 ,000. The 
expectation is that Bob's friends, customers and other coin dealers will add to the Bob Everett 
Memorial award fund. The Seattle Coin Club voted to be the first to add to this fund with a 
contribution of $100.00 and another $100 has been pledged by an individual. The PNNA will 
publish the names of all those who make contributions. The size of the individual contributions 
will Dst be published with the names. We ask that you consider how Bob impacted your life and 
collecting interest and make a contribution, knowing that whatever amount you decide on will 
be matched by the Pacific Northwest Numismatic Association. Checks should be payable to the 
Pacific Northwest Numismatic Association and sent to the treasurer, Joe Boling at P. 0. Box 
8099, Federal Way, WA 98003. 


* * * 
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Bill Murray WRITES, 

The Numismatic Bibliomania Society announces the establishment of an NBS informational 
Website at 

http://www.monev.ora/club nbs.html. 

Wayne Homren, webmaster, made the announcement April 8*^* and invites interested 
people to take a look. The site identifies the purpose of the NBS, lists activities of the NBS 
including publications, meetings, educational forums and awards. An informational section lists 
types of numismatic literature, some selected literature lists, exhibits, and the index of the NBS 
periodical. The Asylum. An organizational section provides information about the NBS including 
an application for membership. 


* * 


* 


Kevin Lonergan writes (the week before the convention), 

I am excited about the EAC convention next week! I will be there on Friday, and 
depending upon circumstances maybe Saturday and/or Sunday. I certainly am new at this and 
can hardly wait to see all the great material that will be available. This will probably be the 
highlight of my collecting year, and I intend to savor every moment of it. Maybe some day I can 
add to P-W with a learned research piece or recount a finding. Until then, I will keep trying to 
learn. . . 

I do believe that most (if not all) members of EAC do enjoy a great looking copper and 
can also thrill to scudzy coins of historical importance. I am always amazed by coins this old 
retaining their beauty! Some day, I will own a 1793 Wreath Cent (no, it won't be in VF or XF, 
because I can't afford that) — and I will get a thrill out of looking at it and thinking of its historical 
importance. (I like the Wreath design [more than] the Chain.) . . . You may rest assured that 
many of the new (and old) members of EAC, are enthusiastic tecause of the aesthetic qualities 
and historical significance of the coppers, rather than their investment value. When a collector 
. . . decides to collect coins like 1830 N-2 or 1834 N-6, it is because he wishes to study these 
particular varieties, not to "comer the market." When a collector wants to buy cents of 1808- 
1814, it is because he likes the design ~ they certainly are not able to sell these sets in bulk! 

As a fifty year-old who is in his first year of enjoying these coppers, I believe others my 
age (and older!) will come to join our ranks, and their motivation will be that of collectors. 

* * * 


John Keeberg writes. 

Just a small addendum to Dan Trollan’s fine listing of lettered edge errors: the S-49 
error auctioned by Elder on 12/10/1913 is probably the Gilbert specimen, listed as a separate 
variety, “Hays 7a,” in the Gilbert-Elder 1910 edition of Frossard-Hays. 

* * * 
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Chris McCawley writes, 


Just a word of thanks for the time and effort you put into editing P-W . I don’t always 
agree with your editorials, but I appreciate that your comments are well thought out and written 
in a spirit of “building up” the club rather than tearing down. Don’t let the naysayers and heckling 
discourage you. 


Tony Carlotto writes, 

I would like to add my comments on the letters in the last issue. I especially thought Bill 
Noyes’ letter was a very informative view of another side of the story. Paul Harvey would have 
approved. It was well laid out and straightforward. 


Don Groves writes. 

In the last Penny-Wise. Alan Weinberg took the American Numismatic Society to task. 
He was upset with his treatment in viewing coins and the fact that security was so restrictive. 

I am presently first vice president of the Society. I believe in this institution and its future 
in numismatics. I work everyday to make ANS a better facility for the collector. I know that the 
collector is our best customer. The research facilities at ANS are the best in the world, and we 
are making them better. We will work harder and do our best to make Alan's next visit (I hope 
there are many more) as enjoyable as possible. 

I feel the same as Alan. I don't believe our great heritage in numismatics should be 
wasted away in bank vaults. It would be much better if all coins were not in museums but were 
recycled after the collector's demise or change of interest. Some collectors seek immortality and 
find museum preservation to be the number one way. Alan and I don't agree with their 
philosophy. I am sure most of you out there also don't agree, but that is the way it is. 

I'll bet Homer Downing and ail the rest of the greats in the past didn't envision their 
collection to be so valuable as in this day and age. That is the circumstance we work with today. 
Next time you visit, Alan, I hope your helper is more congenial. Please understand, we have to 
treat everyone equally or we lose our insurance. These coins have to be protected from the 
switchers. I have the highest personal regard for you, Alan, and I know you are not in that 
category, but understand the times we live under. Unfortunately, paranoia rules the day. 

Alan don't quit ANS. It needs you. Please remember, ANS works for you and every 
other collector, it provides six full-time curators working on various projects that always benefit 
numismatics. ANS publishes and publishes. 

Alan, you, myself and all the other EAC members have early America in common. There 
are many more collectors interested in Europe, Asia and everywhere else in the world. ANS has 
John Kleeberg as curator of modem coins. His research in large cents has been phenomenal. 
In colonials, he has excelled. He covers a wide variety of "modern" and is doing a Herculean 
job. Either this year or next year I promise you ANS will have a new curator who will just handle 
US coinage. That will be a tremendous leap fonvard for you and I and all other EAC'ers. In 
addition to that, ANS will shortly announce its new location in accessible downtown New York 
City. Foremost for the collector will be a ground floor museum with continuous showing of US 
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and other coins to the general public. This will be a tremendous long term boon to our hobby. 

I and everyone else in ANS realizes that ANS has to become a more service oriented 
research center, and we will do our damnedest to make you and every other collector feel that 
we are out and working for you. For this year we have had and are having the following calendar 
of events: 


Jan. loth; Bullowa Conference 

Feb. 14th: Saltus Meeting on Medals - three major exhibits 

Feb. 21st: Chinese Cast Courage Workshops 

Feb. 28th: "Day of the Etruscan" 

March 21 st: The Huntington Award yearly honors a unique numismatist. 

April 18th: The Groves Forum in US Numismatics 

May 16th: The Eastern Mediterranean Discussion Group 

June 16th - Aug. 14th: ANS Seminar Program 

July 18th: Member Appreciation Day 

Sept. 12th: 3rd Annual San Francisco Ancient Numismatic 

Society/ANS Join Conference at Berkley 
Sept. 26th; Harry W. Fowler Memorial Lectures 

Oct. 24th: Curator’s Reports 

Nov. 7th: Coinage of the Americans Conference. This year’s topic: 

Circulating Counterfeits of the America (8 speakers) 

Nov. 14th: 4th Annual Arab- Byzantine Forum 

Dec. 4th - 16th: Major Exhibit at NY International 

There will be three issues of the Colonial Newsletter in 1998. ANS will be at the NY 
International and Portland ANA. Last year ANS displayed the 1804 Dollar and the Brasher 
Dubloon. Another surprise is planned for you this year. 

That is only a small beginning of where we are heading to. The late Harry Bass, one of 
our former presidents, has done a tremendous job putting ANS on the Internet. Hit 
www.amnumsoc2.org and see where we are now and watch us grow. We will do a great job. 
You and every other EACer’s support will make us greater. 

To all you other collectors, keep ANS in mind. The coins, medals, paper money and 
library are unbelievable. If you want to be a successful collector, you have to join and benefit 
from the bounty this research center has to offer. 

* * * 


Red Henry writes. 

Attending the EAC convention was a rewarding experience, not just in collecting and 
learning about copper, but in meeting and talking with so many friendly and knowledgeable ^C 
members. I was still on a "copper high" last week after returning home, when your letter arrived 
notifying me that I had receiv^ this year's EAC Editor's Award. 

To you and the EAC Board of Officers, I send my sincere thanks for this award, which 
is as welcome as it was unexpected. I hope that the research I have done so far (which was 
only made possible by the survey members) has contributed a little bit to our knowledge of 
copper. 
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Each of us has his own way in which he can contribute to EAC. I have always enjoyed 
doing what I could, and will continue to do what I can. Thank you again for this recognition, and 
let me send best wishes and a "good luck" to all in their pursuit of these (almost) round, (usually) 
brown pieces of copper! 


Craig Sholley writes. 

In response to Ed Leitneris question about the so-called "3% rule", the assumption that 
this survivorship rate applies to every date (and both denominations) in the early copper series 
is quite wrong. The developer of the "rule", Walter Breen, clearly stated in his 1954 article 'The 
United States Minor Coinages, 1793-1816", The Coin Collector’s Journal, May-June 1954 (Vol. 
21 , No. 3), that this survivorship estimate was only for the Lettered Edge cents: 

... the so-called 3% rule partly derived in bufy American Cemsl^ be further elaborated in Early American Cents After Ten 
Years), whereby it is shown that the number now extant of all varieties of Lettered Edge tents approximotes 3% of the 
number struck, etc 

The "sound bite" quality of this "rule" unfortunately led to its widespread misuse. Some 
years later Walter finally issued a rather weak objection to the misuse in a statement published 
in the May 1968 issue of P-W, pg. 84, "Letters From Walter Breen": 

The '3% Rule' is o misunderstanding of something I published years ogo. Three per cent is reasonably good on some early 
dates, but I never claimed it would work on 1816 or later ones. 

Hopefully this now sets the record straight on this so-called rule. I'm sure there are some 
who will still try to cling to this fallacy; they are in for a rather rude awakening when they see the 
survivorships that Walter himself uses in the new large cent book. If the above does not put this 
issue to rest, perhaps this work will. 

So now, what is the survivorship of the other dates? Well, what date (and denomination) 
do you want to talk about? The survivorship varies from year to year. In discussing this point 
with Mark Borckardt, he suggested that if one agrees that the currently-accepted mintage and 
rarity estimates are not too far off, these can be used to estimate the survivorship). After some 
thought on the subject, I thoroughly agree with Mark. While the numbers may not be perfect, 
they are quite reasonable estimates. The mintages have been developed from records of 
deliveries in the National Archives and the rarity levels represent years of experience. 

In studying the "Mint records" in the National Archives, I have only come across a handful 
of early date large cents for which I really dispute the current mintage estimates. These are 
1795, 1796, 1797, 1799 and 1804. (I should have something on this subject for the next issue. 
I also have evidence that the 1831 and 1833 figures are seriously skewed because of the Mint's 
habit of using dies from previous years. This information should be in Bill Noyes' new book on 
the Middle Dates.) 

1805 is another problematic year with the "Mint Report" showing deliveries totaling 
941 ,1 16 for the year. With only three varieties from two obverse and reverse dies, it is highly 
unlikely that all of these are dat^ 1 805. I would "guesstimate" that around 300,000 of these are 
other dates. So, excepting these dates we can calculate a reasonable estimate of survivorship 
from the current mintage estimates and the rarity levels published in CQR. For example, if you 
use 6000 each for the R1 s and the upper limit for the rest of the rarity levels, you'll come up with 
a survivorship of around 2.6% for 1798, 0.8% for 1800 (yeah, less than 1%), 2.9% for 1801, and 
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1% for 1802. 


Thanks to Bill Noyes for presenting the other side of the issue in the ongoing 
ANS/Sheldon/Naftzger saga. It seems that there's been a rush to judgment on this issue. 

* * * 


Ray Medhurst writes, 

I thought your editorial about Sheldon took a lot of guts. I had no idea what was going on, 
I Just knew there was a problem with the collection that the coins reside in. I'm pretty much out of 
touch down here in little ol’ Fort Myers. 

Nonetheless, I thought that what you said needed to be said, once I realized the severity 
of the situation. Sheldon was overpowered by what John Wright called the 'iive-fingered word": 
G-R-E-E-D. Still, for all of that, one quote seems to haunt me in call of this: “The bad lives on; 
the good is oft interred with the bones." So let it be with Sheldon. 


Tom Hart writes. 

The January editorial regarding the legal wrangling between the ANS and Ted Naftzger 
convinced me of the guilt of William Sheldon - until I let its emotional language and appeal die and 
looked into the case in more depth. I read the court documents available through the internet and 
William Noyes's letter in the last issue of Penny-Wise , and spoke at length with an EAC member 
who knows Mr. Naftzger. Mr. Sheldon’s guilt is not as clear-cut as your editorial made it seem. 
Although I do not pretend to know the truth of the matter, I do know that courts of law are not 
infallible, either on merits of a case, in their interpretations of the law, or in the procedures they 
employ. I am particularly concerned by the decades that the ANS allowed to pass after they had 
knowl^ge of some irregularities and before they brought suit. Were I a member of the ANS, I 
would be concerned with that organization’s diligence when it comes to protecting and cataloguing 
its holdings. 

If the purpose of the editorial was simply to bring this issue into the light of day, it certainly 
accomplished that goal. It has sparked discussion with EAC of a very important matter. I would 
hate to see it reprinted in other pertodicals, however, because it suggests that there is no room for 
doubt about Mr. Sheldon’s character. Even a cursory look at the evidence available to the public 
suggests otherwise. 

Editor’s reolv : 

I considered letting this pass in silence, but the more times I reread it, the angrier I became. I did 
not emotionalize this issue; it has been an emotional issue from the day the news broke, given 
Sheldon's antecedent reputation within this organization. Nor did I assert the absurdity that the 
courts are infallible; indeed, Mr. Nattzgeris being ordered to pay 1997 values for something that 
may have disappeared in 1950 is, in my opinion, patently absurd. Nor am I contending that ANS 
exercised due diligence over its collections during the time period in question. Nor does the off-the- 
record ‘I talked to somebody who knew somebody’ line play well at this point; that’s precisely what’s 
been going on behind the scenes since 1991, to the greater future detriment of this club. I, too, 
know and respect Ted Naftzger, and am sorry to see him caught up in this mess. But I’d assure 
Mr. Hart, and everyone else, that I personally took much more than “a cursory look at the evidence” 
before going public with this matter in the pages of Penny-Wise . As to the various ‘alternative scenarios’ 
that have been propounded to explain the cents’ disappearance from the ANS— weil, the scientist in me 
finds them so incredibly byzantine as to defy belief. Perhaps one of them is true; but the explanation with 
elegant simplicity on its side is, regretfuily, that Dr. Sheldon was a thief. To try to soften that statement 
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any further is akin to what the Inquisition coerced from Galileo in June, 1633 - that he never really 
held the Copemican theory of the earth’s revolution around the sun - never mind the irreducible 
fact that “Eppur si muove!” 

* * * 


Donna Levin writes, 

My membership in EAC is only a week old, but I must write to take exception to the letter 
by Dave Bowers published in the March issue of Pennv-Wise . Although I cannot dispute the 
magnitude of Walter Breen's talents as a numismatist, I find it repugnant that he is characterized 
by Mr. Bowers merely as someone who "marched out of step with the drummer of proper etiquette 
. . Mr. Breen was a child molester. He preyed upon individuals incapable of giving consent to 
the acts perpetrated upon them, not adults who could voluntarily reciprocate what Mr. Bowers 
terms Mr. Breen's "free love." Mr. Breen was a criminal who committed acts that are abhorrent to 
a civilized society, and Mr. Bowers' reducing those crimes simply to "improper etiquette" should be 
offensive to all of us. 

Additionally, I write to express my disagreement with what was written by Mr. William Noyes 
in his screed entitled "Clapp-Sheldon-Naftzger," published in the same issue of Penny-Wise . As 
best as I can decipher, Mr. Noyes's thesis is that Dr. Sheldon was not a thief. Writings by Mr. 
Noyes's own client belie that thesis. I refer the reader to a letter dated November 13, 1976, written 
by R.E. Naftzger, Jr., to my husband Denis Loring\ after Denis expressed his dismay at having 
learned that Dr. Sheldon had switched coins at ANS and, further, had short-changed Mr. Naftzger 
in a prior transaction by filing to deliver certain coins Mr. Naftzger had purchased. Mr. Naftzger 
wrote back to Denis, stating: 

"I truly feel we should not consider that our idol in this case has been torn 
down, or even severely damaged, or even considerably defaced; on the 
contrary, merely humanized somewhat .... 

In the occasional person, it is a quirk of personality ... to be tempted to 
shoplift just a little (to improve the deal?) while having the large legitimate 
order filled; it could give someone like that a smug, triumphant glow, I should 
think, and if discovered, could easily be passed off as a mistake. Dammit, 

I should have anticipated ~ yea, COUNTED on - it, ‘cause I had the parallel 
situation DOCUMENTED (but it took me 17 years to solve the riddle) in the 
dying TJC, J.J. Payne, WHS switches of 1953." 

(Emphasis in original.) Apparently, even Mr. Noyes's own client acknowledges Dr. Sheldon's 
tendency to "shoplift"! It is time for Mr. Noyes to do so as well. 

While Mr. Noyes makes numerous unsupported assertions in his article, I suspect there is 
a marked dearth of evidence in the record at trial to support his conciusory statements. When the 
transcripts from the trial are available, and the membership of EAC is able to assess the evidence 
that was presented and the credibility of the various witnesses, Mr. Noyes may find it more difficult 
to persuade the readers of this publication that his position is tenable. Mr. Noyes’ position is 
scudzy, and wishful thinking on his part will not alchemize it to choice. 

Both Mr. Breen and Dr. Sheldon were gifted numismatists. While the membership of EAC 
can and should appreciate their contributions to the hobby of coin collecting, it is disingenuous of 
us to deny their very real failings as members of a law-abiding society. Unless we recognize and 
condemn those flaws, we send the message that such conduct is tolerable to us - and we are all 
diminished as a result. 


' Those of you who are acquainted with Denis and me already know that any opinions I express, 
including those herein, are mine alone. 
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FROM THE INTERNET 

Pete Smith 


♦ Several EAC members put reports about the EAC national meeting on the Internet. Mark 
Switzer rushed home to post his report on Sunday night immediately following the convention. 

Mark mentioned that Jon Warshawsky caught the attention of their barmaid with an MS-65 
Conder token. Mark bought a Barber half dollar ’pop-up" and a similar 1910 wheat cent 
"pop-up." He found an S-1 34 half cent or rather half of an S-1 34 cent. He continues to look 
for the other half He reported positive feedback on Region 8 and recruited four new 
members. Apparently traditional introductions were skipped at the Sunday business 
meeting. He couldn't remember anything important from the rest of the meeting. 

♦ Steve Carr asked if there was interest in an EAC meeting at the Central States convention. 
He received little response but volunteered to set up the meeting anyway. 

♦ Carr offered an interim report on his quest for information about "vulgar" cents. "I did some 
inquiry about them last year, Got a few responses, but was unable to draw any significant 
conclusions. Apparently, they were used in western houses of ill-repute. I also found one 
source that places them during the Civil War. Another source is for a military courts martial 
- for defacing coinage. Does anyone have anything else they would like to share?" 

♦ Dan Freidus, Jim Hart and Dave Lange reported the death of Ken Lowe. According to 
Freidus, "Ken was only 53 and was rejoicing in his first year of retirement, having been a 
high school English teacher in a single Cleveland area school district for 30 years"; and from 
Lange, "I'm devastated to learn of his passing at such a young age. I consider it a privilege 
to have been called a friend by him." 

♦ Roxanne Goldberg said she is interested in writing a book about the early date cents. She 
asked for reactions about why we collect them. She hoped to include more emotion and 
less dry statistics. 

♦ Before the convention, Greg and Lisa Heim expressed disappointment over high hotel 
prices. After the convention, they thanked everyone who exhibited coins at Boston and 
volunteered to coordinate exhibits again in 1999. They also announced that they would 
conduct the next Half Cent Happening. 

♦ Rosalind Heim reported that she, "met a lot of nice people who wanted to hold me and make 
silly noises. I especially liked the people with beards, mustaches, glasses. However, I was 
most impressed with Mark Borckardt’s bid-jumping technique because it kept the sale 
moving." 

♦ Red Henry pushed his Early Date Report project at the convention and distributed report 
forms. He received many reports in the mail after the convention. 

♦ Brian Holland bought a high grade 1819 N-2 advertised as an 1819/8 overdate. He asked 
if the experts recognized it as an overdate. Denis Loring replied that there was swelling 
under the date but did not qualify as an overdate. 
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♦ Gail Kraljevich and Jon Lusk met with Bill Noyes to discuss a project to put Noyes' large 
cent photos on CD's. 

♦ Tom Locker reported on a broadstruck 1806 cent and asked how the broadstrike affects 
value. He also expressed appreciation for the Penny- Wise article about the Gallery Mint 
copy that was temporarily mistaken for a rare product of the U.S. Mint. He wrote, "I had the 
pleasure of meeting Ron Landis at his museum a couple of years ago. He was one of the 
most interesting persons I've ever met, I admire the work he does. I think he's really 
dedicated to numismatics. I will always remember him letting me strike a half cent replica 
and appreciate his signing the 2 x 2 insert for me." 

♦ Philip Moore described a late die state 1848 N-27 with prominent rim cud opposite stars II 
and 12. He asked if others had been found. 

♦ Grant Reed mentioned that he was anticipating the purchase of a digital camera. Tom 
Reed discussed his experience with the Olympus D-300L and recommended it. 

♦ Michael Schmidt announced his intention -to continue compiling and publishing 'The Score" 
after the retirement of compilers Bob Meyer and John Fettinger. His guidelines will be 
similar to previous rules and other collection lists. The information would only be shared 
with those who contribute. 

♦ Kermit Smythe has a 1793 C-2 half cent with blundered edge lettering "TWO HUNDRED 
FOR A DOLL." He asked if it was unusual. 

4 Mark Switzer reported on a Baltimore coin show. Mike Packard gave a talk on 
Massachusetts copper that included politics and personalities. Mark saw a collection of 
'vulgar cents’ with 15 dates represented. 

♦ Jon Warshawsky mentioned the finest known S-33 wheelspoke reverse cent shown at the 
national convention. He suggested a new collector mixer for Thursday evening at the 
convention, a nnentorship program for new members, and more educational programs at the 
conventions. He also confirmed that Conder tokens provide a great way to start 
conversations with women in bars. 

♦ Two EAC member announced they were looking for a roommate for the convention. They 
didn't connect with each other but one did find another roommate. 


SWAPS AND SALES 

EAC'ers are invited to submit their ads for inclusion in this column. Ads up to twelve lines 
are free. ADS LARGER THAN 12 LINES MUST BE SUBMITTED CAMERA-READY, AND PAID 
IN ADVANCE. Due to increased production costs, effective immediately, a full page ad is $100. 
Graphic and halftone setup is an additional $60 per page. One third page is $35. Ads should be 
limited to early American Coppers or tokens. Deadline for material to appear in the July 15, 1998 
issue is June 30, 1998. All ads must include the individual membership number of a current 
member in good standing. Copy should be sent to the Editor, Harry E. Salyards, 606 North 
Minnesota Avenue, Hastings, NE 66901 . 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE : 

Eariy American Coppers, Inc. publisher of Penny-Wise , does not examine any of the material 
advertised in Penny-Wise , nor does it review any of the advertising therein. Eariy American 
Coppers, Inc. assumes no responsibility or liability for any advertisement (or the material described 
therein) and no party shall have recourse against Eariy American Coppers, Inc. All transactions 
arising or relating to any advertisement in Penny-Wise shali strictiy be between the parties thereto. 
Complaints concerning advertisers (or respondents) shouid be referred to the President of Eariy 
American Coppers, Inc.; complaints may result in abridgement, suspension, or terminations of 
membership or advertising privileges. 




What others think of 'The CENT Book" JOHN D. WRIGHT. EAC #7 

MARK KLEIN: The CENT Book is all I’d dreamed it could be and more. Reading it is iike 
enjoying a personal chat with John. 

RICHARD STRILEY: Being a novice on large cents I found a number of other books confusing 
and hard to read. I have Adams, Breen, Grellman, Newcomb, Noyes, and Sheldon, but 
yours is the best. 

JULES REIVER: Your book is wonderful. This is the first coin book I have ever seen which can 
be used to attribute coins without having my coins available for checking. Your pictures 
are so sharp that they make attributing an absolute pleasure. 

SEE FOR YOURSELF - BUY YOUR OWN. See 'The CENT Book" ad in this section. 


************* 


What others think of “The CENT Book”; Mabel Ann Wright, EAC #78 

TOM DELOREY: I especially like the historical notes at the beginning of each date, it iends a 
warm, human touch that is missing from most numismatic literature pubiished since 
Sheldon. 

WARREN LAPP: I can see now why it took so iong to get it into print. John didn’t ieave out a 
thing. I am amazed at the photos. The book is perfect in every way, which is what I 
would expect from JDW. 

HERB SILBERMAN: Your book is beautiful! I congratulate you on the content. 

TONY CARLOTTO: The CENT Book is fantastic. The year-by-year history is a very nice touch 
and keeps you reading. 

SEE FOR YOURSELF - BUY YOUR OWN. See “The CENT Book” ad in this section. 


************* 


WILLIAM C. NOYES, EAC #363 

Forget what the others have said, the experts have spoken - the Noyes books won the 1992 (U.S. 
Large Cents 1793 - 1814 . $130) and 1993 (U.S. Large Cents 1816 - 1839. $105) Eariy American 
Coppers Literary Awards - Accept no imitations! Order both today for $195 pos^aid. 

Now also available: the newest Noyes’ Encyclopedia of Large Cents 1793 Sheldon-1 through 1796 
Sheldon-91, for $65 postpaid. 

Order from : Lithotech - Noyes, 1600 W. 92nd St, Minneapolis, MN 55431 

************* 
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BOB GRELLMAN, EAC #575 P.O. Box 951988 Lake Mary, FL 32795 - 1988 

(407) 321 - 8747 

For Sale; Deluxe hardbound copies of the Attribution Guide for United States Large 
Cents 1840 - 1857 . The reference for attributing late date large cents. 

Autographed on request. $70, postpaid. 

Attribution Service: I offer an attribution service for late date large cents. I will attribute your 

cents for $1 each plus return postage. This charge includes crud removal when 
necessary, and i’ll include my opinion as to sharpness and net grades, if requested. No 
quantity limit, test service, lifetime guarantee. 

Want Lists; Send me your want lists for late date cents. I can help. 


************* 


JERRY BOBBE, EAC #1 84 P.O. Box 2581 7 Portland, OR 97298 

(503) 626 - 1075 

Madness, intrigue, political struggle, power, greed ... is it another pre-auction collusion session? 
No!! It’s a series of early coppers that weaves one though the dawn of the Industrial Revolution 
and American independence, the French Revolution, the political and social ills of Britain, and the 
lives of the elite and the commoner. BRITISH TOKENS! Send for your free copy of The Token 
Examiner, the world’s most informative and entertaining price list of the 18th Century “Conder” 
series. Superb quality, great rarities, bizarre die states, errors, trial pieces and patterns our 
specialty. This series has it all; and with the exception of expensive US related colonials (i.e., 
Washington pieces. Theatre at New York, et al), at prices not seen by large cent collectors for over 
half a century! 

************* 

CARL EARL OSTIGUY, EAC #2157 P.O. Box 92 Savage, MD 20763 

BUYING & SELLING EARLY AMERICAN COPPER. BRITISH CONDERS & U.S. TYPE 

At the Maryland Historic Savage Mill, established in 1822. I’m located 5 minutes off 
Interstate 95, midway between Baltimore & Washington. Take 1-95 to Route 32 East (Exit 38A) 
to Route One South. Right on Howard Street. Follow signs to Savage Mill. I’m in Antique III. 
Open 7 days a week; Sun - Wed 9:30 AM to 6 PM; Thurs, Fri, Sat 9:30 AM to 9 PM. 

Home #(410) 379 - 5646 Washington #(301) 369 - 4650 Baltimore #(41 0)880 -091 8 


************* 

CLIFFORD C. FELLAGE, EAC #4162 P.O. Box 91 1 Farmington, CT 06034-091 1 

Send for my current free price list of Half Cents, Large Cents, Colonials, and State Coppers, and 
Gallery Mint museum errors. A separate list of “CONDER” tokens is also available. Credit cards 
are accepted for ordering convenience. Prompt service on all orders. No postage on orders 
over $200. 


Phone / Fax; (860) 676 - 0853 

************* 
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ROBERT ZAVOS EAC #2502 1 007 Savannah Ave. 


Pittsburgh PA 16221 


Bourne 

Bowers & Ruddy 


Kagins 
Pine Tree 
Stacks 


9/12/97 Dick Punchard EAC Literature Library Sale; nice copy; xpr 
11/28/79 Garrett I. HB, new; pr; Half Cents, Large Cents, Gold, Vt, Mass, NY; Nova Cnst. 
3/26/80 Garrett II, HB, new; pr; Eagles, Territorial Gold, Hard Times Tokens 
10/1/80 Garrett III, HB, new; pr; Colonial and State Coinage (major NJ reference) 
3/25/81 Garrett IV, HB; new; pr; Washington, Indian Peace Medals, Other Am Medals 
Complete 4 part Hardbound Garrett Set, Black Covers, gilt, as above 
1/30/86 Philip Van Cleave Collection; pr; Large Cents; nice copy 
2/15/73 EAC Convention Sale; outstanding Connecticuts; cat. By Breen; nice; pr 
6/13/84 Floyd Starr: US Large Cents, Half Cents; fine copy; pr 
3/16/88 Herman Halpem US Large Cents; pr; nice copy $25; another just good $15 
9/8/88 Herbert Oechsner - outstanding State coinage; fine; pr 


$3 postage / order; Free list of EAC related auction catalogues and books; Rzavos@worldnet.att.net 


$ 25 
$ 25 
$ 50 
$ 35 
$ 25 
$110 
$ 20 
$ 65 
$ 25 

$ 35 


HENRY T. HETTGER, EAC #2349 PO Box 201 8 Arlington, VA 22202 


1787 Nova Eborac Rv. Figure left, F-15 net GD-5, bold portrait, Grellman card $ 75 

1794 S-19 b VG plus / GD-6, bold portrait, clear date, Grellman card 750 

1796 S-1 1 1 RT, VF appearance, net GD-6 for corrosion, details clear, brown 250 

1800 S-210 R6- GD-4, smooth appearance, light brown. Counterstamp small pig with word 

“PORK” inside pig, 3 pigs on obverse in fields, one on reverse Brunk #32490B 425 

1 834 N-1 VF-20 chocolate. Very bold double profile visible to naked eye 1 25 

1848 N-22 NGC MS-63 RB, EAC: 62, Grellman card, MDS, Tied Finest Known 1,150 

1853 N-22 NGC MS-64 RB, EAC: 63 plus, Superior 2/98 lot 1276 bought-in, tied CC4 595 

1843 N-6 NGC MS-64 BN, EAC: 62 subdued red, spot under eye, Newcomb Plate Coin 1 ,975 

1855 N-1 3 R2, golden brown, MDS, AU-50, near census, M&G 9/97 lot 365, bought-in 190 

Postage any order, $3.00 


************* 


HALF CENTS AND LARGE CENTS WANTED WITH ‘PERKINS’ COUNTERSTAMP 

Wanted for my personal collection. Any condition, any name or initials. Also want U.S., British 
and any other tokens with ‘Perkins’ on them. I would also appreciate any information on unlisted 
tokens of the above. 


W. David Perkins, EAC #2664 
8126 S. Glencoe Ct. 
Littleton, CO 80122-3876 
Days (303) 773 - 5565 




THOMAS HART, EAC #3673 PO Box 558 New Hartford, CT 06057 

(860) 379-1717 rath@snet. net 

I will trade my 1834 N5 VG8 for a problem-free 1839 N1 of comparable value. Please contact 
me before sending any coins. 


************** 
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KEN STONEBRAKER, EAC #3454 2609 Wilkens Avenue 


Baltimore, MD 21223 


Penny-Wise Back Issues for Sale 
PW issues 82 thru 93 (Jan 1981 thru Nov 1982) 

PW issues 94 thru 105 (Jan 1983 thru Nov 1984) 

PW issues 106 thru 119 (Jan 1985 thru Mar 1987) 

All three sets as above $ 120.00 postpaid 

(Issues #120 thru current issue must be ordered from EAC) 
Depending on response to this ad, I hope to offer earlier issues next year. 


Excellent Quality 2 Sided Copies 
12 issues $ 40.00 postpaid 

12 issues $ 40.00 postpaid 

14 issues $ 46.00 postpaid 


************* 


BILL MCKIVOR, EAC #4180, CTCC #3 PO Box 46135 Seattle, WA 98126 

Phone (206) 244 - 8345 evenings E-MAIL Condernut@juno.com 

THE COPPER CORNER 

CONDER TOKENS EVASION TOKENS 19TH CENTURY TOKENS 

Something for everyone. A true mirror of the everyday lives of the English people, socially, 
politically, and every other way. Send for my latest FREE list of tokens available in all grades 
. . . . fair pricing and fast service always. WANT LISTS SERVICES .... If you are not on my 
mailing list, you should be!! 

************* 


ALAN V. WEINBERG, EAC #1 899 23321 Aetna Woodland Hills, CA 91 367 

(818) 348 - 3749 

I will pay top market price for 1652 Massachusetts silver coinage - Oak Tree and Pine Tree silver. 
Full, basically round undipped flans, well-struck, essentially problem-free EF-40 and better. 
Particularly need Oak Tree sixpence and threepence. Also want a realty nice EF-45 to AU-55 
Sheldon-5 1793 wreath. Pay CQR++ for “choice” condition. 

Also seriously collect pre-1900 American gold and silver historical medals, including Indian Peace 
and lifesaving. Also want “Old Wesf and “Deep South” saloon and military fort “good-for-trade” 
tokens. Pay top price. 

************* 


RAY MEDHURST, EAC #2120 8052 Winged Foot Fort Myers, FL 33912 

For Sale: Penny-Wise issues 121 - 157, July 1987 - November 1993. Original issues from my 
personal collection. 39 total issues for $80 postpaid. 

Auction catalogs for sale; 

1997 C-4 Auction catalog, no prices realized, excellent condition, $10; John Griffee Colonial 
Coins - no pr, ex, $10; Scott Barnes Colonial Coins - no pr, water damage, $5; Roy Harte 
Bowers and Ruddy November 1977, ex, pr, $10; The San Diego Sale Mid American 1984, pr, 
ex, $5; The Capital City sale Mid American 1985, pr, ex, $5; The 1985 CNA Sale Mid American, 
pr, ex, $5. Add $1 per catalog for postage or take all for $45 and I pay postage. 

************* 
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GEORGE SEIFRIT, EAC #3446 670 Green Valley Road Sinking Spring, PA 19608-9732 

Phone (610) 670-1339 

For Sale: 1796 large cent ‘ 1795 reverse’ Sheldon NC4. This coin is a ligher brown with really 
no problems other than wear. The grade of this coin is AG. This coin is nicer than the picture 
of the coin Lot 21 9 of the Douley Sale of January 1 997, which sold for $525.00. The price of this 
copper is $700.00 postpaid and insured. Your satisfaction is a must - return for any reason 
within 30 days for a full refund. Questions - write or call. Thanks. 

************* 


H. CRAIG HAMLING, EAC #867 PO Box 458 Florida, NY 10921 

Day Tel: (914) 651 - 4481 , ext. 202 Home Tel: (914) 355 - 4507 

I am pleased to announce that Dan Argyro and I have formed a new auction company: US 
Cents Mail Bid. We are now accepting consignments of all US cents including Colonials, Half 
Cents, Large Cents, Flying Eagles, Indians and Lincoln Cents. We will produce an illustrated 
catalog that will be available both on-line at www.uscents.com and in print. Contact Dan Argyro 
or H. Craig Hamling for consignor and bidder information. See our website banner and library 
for examples of the images we will have in our on-line catalogs. 

************* 


GARY A. TRUDGEN, EAC #1889 3103 Chatham Rd. Endwell, NY 13760 


FOR SALE: 1 786 NEW JERSEY COPPER - Maris 1 7-K 

FA/F. Rarity-4 variety. Centered strike with full legends and date. Brown granular 

surfaces. Decent eye appeal with no man-made problems. $80.00 

Send for a free list of colonial and state coppers. 


************* 


MICHAEL SCHMIDT, EAC #1947 428 V 2 W. Arch Portland, IN 47371 

Paul Fisher 4209 Garver Drive Muncie, IN 47304 

THE SCORE CONTINUES 

We are continuing the publication of John Fettinger’s Early date census. We need the help of 
the membership for this effort to be a success. Please send your date, variety and grade 
information to one of the addressed above or if you have E-Mail you may send it to 
mschmidt!@jaycounty.com Many present contributors have already sent their information 
(Thank You), but we need more! 


************* 


KEVIN LONERGAN, EAC #4492 

Box 4234 

Largg Cente Wanted: 

Hamden, CT 06514 

1805 

1806 

1808-1814 

1829 

1832 

1839/6 N-1 


Grade Fine or better; Condition Average+ or Choice. 
************* 
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JACK H. ROBINSON, EAC #1308 PO Box 9426 McLean, Virginia 22102 

The 15th Edition of CQR is SOLD OUT. (Thought I had more, but I don’t!) 

I expect to produce the 16th Edition of CQR by the end of September 1998. I WILL publish 
EARLIER, IF possible. Prices for what I offer are as follows: 

1 . The 16th Edition of CQR, ONLY - Normal binding - Nothing else - $30.00 

2. 16th Edition - Spiral bound $35.00 

3. 16th AND 17th (When issued) Editions - Normal binding $50.00 

4. 16th AND 17th (When issued) Editions - Spiral binding $55.00 

I expect to produce ONLY the number of SPIRAL BOUND editions that are subscribed at 
printing time - PLEASE send your subscription ASAP to avoid disappointment!! 


TOM REYNOLDS, EAC #222 PO Box 24529 


Omaha, NE 68124 
(402) 895 - 3065 


1806 C#1 R1 MS63 $2450 Small 6. Stemless. Brown with choice, lustrous 

surfaces. Some mint red on rev. Softly struck at 
LIB and corresponding rev. Removed from an 
NGC holder graded MS64 Brown. CHOICE. 

1857 C#1 R4- PR63 $7450 Faded mint red with full proof surfaces. Small spot 

under chin. Weight: 88.8 grains. Removed from 
an NGC holder graded PR64 Red and Brown. 
CHOICE 

SEND NAME AND ADDRESS TO RECEIVE FREE PRICE LISTS. 




DENIS W. LORING, EAC #1 1 Box 363 New York, NY 10101 

(212)899 - 5444 DWLoring@aol.com 

1 796 S-96 Fine sharpness, even surfaces, old defect in left obverse field reduces net grade 
to VG-7. Medium grayish brown. Late state with bisecting reverse break 
through CENT. The second rarest Draped Bust Sheldon number, after S-217. 
This example has been in private collections for over 100 years, and has never 
appeared at public auction. 

PRICE ON REQUEST 

*:|:*********** 

Desperately Wanted: 

Choice Mint State Redbook Type Colonials Getz Silver & Copper Washington Pieces 
Silver Mydlleton Tokens (with/without box) Gem Mint State Pillar Dollars 
Rarity-7 and Rarity-8 Connecticut’s Also: all early (pre-1835) US Gold — 

especially rare dates and die varieties 

Contact Dave Wnuck (EAC #21 Al) at Coin Rarities of New England 
123 1-B East Main Street #228 
Meriden, CT 06450-1019 
Fax #203-271-2476 

Call Toll Free Any Time: 800-COINS-99 
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Jack H. Robinson, EAC #1308 


P. 0. Bom 9426 


McLean , Vi r q i n i a 


22 1 02 


EAC '98 has come and gone -- well organized, well attended and well done'' 


I i n d i c a t e d i n m y 1 a s t. b .1 u r b a n d c o n -f i r" m e d by 1: n o w 1 e d g a b 1 e -f e e d b a c k; , t h e r e 
h a V e t) e e n v a r :i. o n s c o m (ri e n t s a b o u t C Q R a n d , mo r“ e e a c 1 1 y , J a c k Fi; o b i n s on be i n g 
"out o-f touch" with the show circuit and some o-f the auctions. While I receive 
valuable and extensive information from many sources, nothing really takes the 
place of actually being thtere. I don't want CDF^ to become stale and out of 
step with what is taking place in the real market of Early Copper .... So , 

I spent the bulk of my EAC '98 talking with many members about possible changes 
to CQR. 1 received lots of opinions and many suggestions. I expect to use as 
many of them as possible which should produce a CQR with dramatic departures 
from past Editions. The 16th will provide a basis for much further discussion. 
It is not my intent to follow the path of Grey/Blue Sheet, but rather , to 
broaden to amount, of aivailcible data witFiout being as rigid in some of the 
concepts as may have been perceived in the past. Grading has NEVER been a 
precise science, although Condition appears to have been very broadly accepted 
as a standard measurement of quality. Some members have increased thie range 
of Condition levels by adding plus (+) and minus (-) to average, but I don't 
intend to add lines to CQR. Keep in mind, that I was very much against ANA 
voting to adopt the eleven (11) grade levels for Mint State. But it is 
absolutely clear that Early Copper CANNOT rsimply be reduced to CHOICE, 

A V E R A G E a n d S C l.J D Z Y . P a r t i e s m u s t n e q o g i a t e / i n t e r p o 1 a t e bet w e e n 1 e v e 1 s . 


M o t w i t h s t a n d i n g my f e e 1 i n g s about 11 MS grades, C o p p e r C O N D I T 1 0 M r e q u i r- e s t h a t 
there is the heady level of WOW which is better than CHOICE and then SCROPPER 
(as in railroad track fodder) which is worse than SCUDZY. But the passage of ^ 
time hiis shiown that not everyone really understands t. hie actual level of CHOICE. 

I hear some people ( i gnori ng/f ai 1 i nq to reaid CQFi; i nstruct i ons ) use CHOICE to 
promote coins that just aren't. On the other hand, if we were to take CHOICE 
as absolute, it would be difficult to argue/neqoti ate any individual perspective 
on thiE? merits of Copper that commands a Vcxlue hiqhe^r than just AVERAGE. This 
leads to thie argument of listing values for CHOICE in CC grades where no known 
pieces qualify, and especially where we have eliminated a column where there is 
a known CHOICE piece, and at the same time, recognizing that grading is not a 
precise vscience and Condition must cilso move with the flexibility of the; grade. 
Thus, showing a value for CHC.)ICb. to define a negotiation doma.in does not breach 
the initial p-iremise of CQR, but, rather , strengthens CQR ' s stated purpose as a 
"Guideline" that will allow for differe;nces of opinion. We KNOW about SCUDZY. 

□ur "Little Hailf Sisters" require much culling and refining of data with helpD 
from expjert.B far more knowledgable than I. Fiarly Dates actually have some 
semblance of sanity 1 793-- 1801 up to EF./AU, THEN they go nuts. 1B02--1814 get 
somewhat bent in the realm of MS. Middle Dates, with notable exceptions, are 
□K until above MS60 , where they become weird - but I'm just starting to look, 
at MS, so.... Late Dates are still about w Fie re Middle Dates were over 20 years 
ago and even worse as to ad-t. r i but i ng (and holding in palace) paopulation numbei" s 
so we can even begin to get a decent handla? on rarities. Serious p.aioneer Late 
D a t e c: oils c t o r s h a v e p a i d t h i r d u ei s as r a r i t i e s fall, F-i e r e a g a i n , with ri o t a b 1 e 
a n d f e w e c e pa t i o n s . 


Doe'S c(l 1 of this sound far too cornpl i cat. edJ’ W!ei 1 , paerFiapas it is compa 1 i uated . 
Fiut I hope thc'.t the 1 6th Eidition will pa resent a very visu-al image of other wise: 
i I..I 's t v e I" ta a 1 c: o n j e c t u r e . My i n t e n t i s t o v £•? n t u r b f o r t h in real terms a n d the n 
hope subscriber respaonse to "rny ex paer i ment, " will spawn adjustment in LQR #17. 


I expect to produce the 16th Edition of CQR by the end of September 1998. 

I WILL publish EARLIER, IF possible. Prices for what I offer are as foliowss 


1 . 


4. 


The 16th Edition of CQR, ONLY -• Normal binding 
1 6 1 h E d i t i on •- S p i r a 1 bound 
16th AND 17th (When issued) Editions - 
1 6t h AND 1 7t h ( Wh en i ssued ) Ed i t i on s •- 


Nothing else 


$30 . 00 
$35 00 
$50. 00 
$5)5 „ 00 


Normal binding 
Spiral binding 
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Give him/her a 

<i^(RXS(PEciM gi^ 


SPECIAL to Current EAC Members 

$100 Postpaid 

(List Price $125 Postpaid) 

Or Get An Autographed Copy 
Direct from the Author 

John D. Wright 
1468 Timberlane Dr. 
St. Joseph, MI 49085 



(Editor’s Introduction, continued from page 145) 


a pressing— I kept it on my bedside table for a time, and would look at it before I went to sleep. 
Needless to say, this is not how you respond to a report on your mutual funds! My pleasure in 
owning the coin had compounded several times over. I’m sure, when I decided the time had come 
to sell it. 

I knew in advance that, mueh as with that 1872 Indian Head, between 1962 and 1973, the prices 
on low grade Chains had softened somewhat between 1982 and 1998. In that context, I felt the 
$1000 offer I received was very fair, and I accepted it. Out of curiosity, though, I wondered what 
that same $1200, kept in a CD renewing annually, at the generally -prevailing interest rate, would 
have grown to between March, 1982 and April, 1998— and I came up with something like $4900. 
So did I really lose $3900? Not at all!! 

I would have never taken a photograph of a Certificate of Deposit— and if I had, no one, certainly, 
would have willingly attended a talk to see a slide of it. I wouldn’t have reread the tables of 
compound interest nightly, as I did for a time with my Penny Whimsy, to place my CD in its 
proper context. I wouldn’t have kept a CD on my bedside table, to take one more look at it before 
I want to sleep (Shades of Ebeneezer Scrooge!). And most of all, that CD would have triggered no 
sense of the Interconnectedness of Things, the way that Chain cent did, trailing back to its long- 
ago day of striking. I’m sure that only a collector can understand, but this is central to that 
compounding of pleasure of which I speak. No, I was a great gainer for owning that cent; and as I 
look at it, I only paid $200 for the privilege . 

I paid considerably more for my particular Treasure from the 1998 EAC— and she isn’t even a 
copper! (We in EAC sometimes forget that the early U.S. Mint wasn’t just a copper 
‘manufactory,’ after all.) And heading home, as our plane circled out of Boston, over the water 
past Nahant and back over the hills of the eastern Massachusetts mainland, I thought of her as a 
kind of adoptee . Though she’s 202 years old, she appears to have traveled very little in her 
lifetime: from Philadelphia to Boston, perhaps by a coasting vessel, less likely over the Post Road 
of the 1790s: she hasn’t seen the hard service one would associate with life in the inns of that era. 
Instead, she appears to have passed through a few hands only, and then went into seclusion, 
acquiring a fine original patina over time, like the mystique surrounding a seldom-seen maiden 
aunt. I can visualize her, actually, locked up in some captain’s chest in a Beacon Hill mansion— but 
whether or not she ever lived in such surroundings, we do know she eventually lived with her 
‘sisters,’ part of a prolific early family, one for each year, like clockwork; though viewing them 
all, some had obviously traveled longer and harder than she had, to reach that final ‘family’ setting. 
And then, just before EAC, the group was brought in to a kind of ‘placement agency’ in Sudbury, 
and thence back to central Boston for EAC— where I picked her out: a beautiful AU 1796 Dollar. 
She needn’t really feel uprooted from Massachusetts, even though it’s been six generations since 
my own Bay State ancestor departed the Commonwealth; there’s no place east of the Alleghenies 
where I feel more at home— so I suspect I carry a little bit of Massachusetts with me, wherever I 
go. . .Thus, even in Nebraska, she’ll be at home. 
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